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5 | a Chriſtian, than a free, impartial ex- 
amination of the grounds of his faith, 


= ASE D 58 >) and the reaſons of his hope: a 1550 : 
that will not bear trial is very ſuſpi- 
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cious; but then matters of faith muſt not be tried by 
reaſon only, but muſt be brought to a proper teſt, 


the written word of God z to the Law, and to 
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the Teſtimony the Appeal muſt be made; and 


what meets with ſupport from thence, muſt be 


firmly believed by us; tho? the manner of it may 


be far above our comprehenſion, who are creatures 
of yeſterday, and know nothing. 
A -s the doctrine of the Trinity has in it as much 
importance as any one Scripture doctrine, a Chri- 


{tian cannot engage in a nobler employment, than 


in an enquiry into the true Scripture account of this 


adorable myſtery. This is more eſpecially nced- 


ful at a time when the doctrine is violently at- 
tack'd, and is, with intolerable boldneſs, charg'd 


with abſurdity, nonſenſe, and contradiction. At 
ſuch a ſeaſon, every one who is able, ſhould put 


on the whole armour of light, and contend car- 


neſtly and mantully for the honour and maje- 


ſty of that bleſſed Saviour, by whom he is re- 
deem'd, and of that holy Spirit, by whom he is 
lanctified. „% „ 

It is with pleaſure, I have ſeen, and read the 


many defences which the late revival of the Arian 
hereſy has produc'd among us: and as I always 


receiv'd molt ſatisfaction, where leaſt was ſaid to 


explain the modus of this myſtery, I had great 
expectations from the reverend Mr. Matts's book, 


calPd, The Chriſtian Doctrine of the Trinity; be- 
cauſe J found the deſign of it was given out to 


be, to vindicate the divine rights and honours of 
the three perſons, by plain evidence of Scripture, 


without the aid and incumbrance of human 


ſchemes. Such a performance, had it anſwer'd _ 
the title, would have been exceeding pleaſing to _ 
me. Upon peruling the book, I found the au- 
thor had engag'd in a matter, of which he did not 


ſeem to me to have made himſelf thoroughly ma- 
Aer: I found he treated ſome things ſuperficially, 


that had been ſet in a much better light by - 
2 : WIN thers; 
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thers; but what moſt troubled me was, I ſaw. 
he unwarily made too many, and too great con- 
ceſſions to the adverſaries of the truth. 
When the book call'd, An Appeal to a Turk or 
Indian came out, in oppoſition to him, which 
was wrote with ſome ſubtilty and dexterity, I was 
in hopes it might have put him upon re-examin- 
ing this matter; but I was diſappointed, when 1 
found him, inſtead of that, ſoon publith three diſ- 
 fertations, in which he rather choſe to lay down 


ſome precarious and obſcure notions, about the 


_ perſonality of the Son and Spirit, and about the 
perſon of Chriſt God-man, I could have wiſh'd 
he had let alone giving his fancy ſo much ſcope, 
in matters where a fertil working invention has 
nothing to do. I could not help thinking that 
a © a man, who, thro' long weaknels of body, is 
“ rendred incapable of applying himſelf above 
e ſix or ſeven hours in a week, to any peculiar 
« ſtudy, diſtinct from his neceſſary work,” might 
have been not only well excus'd, © for being flow 
in the publication of any thing, in ſuch a con- 
« troverted doctrine,” but might have been very 
well excus'd, from meddling with a controverſy 
of ſuch weight and moment at all. 0 
I had thoughts then to take ſome notice of his 
methods of explaining the Sonſhip of Chriſt, and 
the conſtitution of his perſon, which ſeem'd to 
me very exceptionable; but as he expreſs'd him- 
ſelf in that piece pretty obſcurely, and as I faw he 
was going on to furniſh new matter, I judg'd it 
might be beſt to ſee how he would explain his 
icheme, and clear his thoughts, as he made far- 
iher adyances. 55 e 
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When the ſecond part of his diſſertations came 
out, I found I was not miſtaken in the judgment 


J had made of his ſcheme, from what IL law in 
bis firſt part. As in this he had, in a very 
ſhocking manner, deny'd and explain'd away the 


real perlonality of the Son and Spirit, I expected 


ſome abler hand would have undertaken to clear - 


the truth from the confuſion he had thrown up- 


on it. Not finding any one appear againſt him, 
and knowing he had occaſioned great offence, 


trouble, and concern to many ſerious perſons, who 


have at heart the welfare of our common Chri- 


ſtianity, I thought it was highly neceſſary to take 


ſome notice of his performance. I was afraid the 
truth might ſuffer from Mr. Watts's deſerved re- 


putation, in that many well-meaning perſons, a+ 


mong ourſelves, might be drawn aſide by fo great 


an authority; and I thought it would be ver 
ſurprizing to thoſe of the Eſtabliſn'd Church, who 


haye a zeal for the catholic doctrine of the Trini- 
ty, to ſee ſuch dangerous explications pals, with- 
out animadverſion, among the Proteſtant Diſſen- 


8 1 „ | 
l hope it will be no prejudice to the cauſe I 
have undertaken to defend, that I appear without 


a name; for I ſhall not make that a cover for miſ- 


repreſenting Mr. Watts, or treating him in an un- 


chriſtian manner. It is my opinion, that religious 
diſputes may be carried on without heat or revil- 
ing, on the one hand, and without compliment- 
ing an N ſo, as to give up any defenſible 
point out of a falſe civility, on the other: there- 


fore i ſhall make it my endeavour to treat Mr. Matis 


with all candour and mildneſs; but his character 

for piety and ſeriouſneſs ſhall not make me afraid 
to lay open his miſtakes, or to ſpeak freely of the 

ill tendency of ſome things he adyances, In the 
PE TO e mean 
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mean time, I would hope from the character 
Mr. Watts bears, that he will be brought to ſee 
the great inconveniencies which neceſlarily follow 
from the opinions he has advanced. —— 
It can hardly be expected that I ſhould follow 
our author's confus'd method: had he rang'd his 
thoughts in a due order, it would have been ſome 
eaſe to me; but as the matter is, I muſt take the 
| beſt method I can. 1. Becauſe our author has, in 
my opinion, ſet out ona wrong bottom, in endea- 
vouring to give an hypotheſis of the doctrine of 
the Trinity, that might have clear ideas annex d 
to it, I ſhall premiſe ſome thoughts on the nature 
of myſteries, and of the obligation we are under 
to believe many things, diſcoverable by reaſon and 
by Scripture, of the modus of which we have 
no clear ideas; and I take the doctrine of the Tri- 
| nity to come under this claſs. I ſhall then ſhew, 
that Mr. Watts has not afforded us an hypothe- 
ſis attended with clear ideas, but has darken'd 
matters more than they have, whoſe unhappineſs 
it is, to want thoſe clear ideas, which he hopes 
he has attained. I ſhall next undertake to ſnew, 
what his ſcheme is, and ſhall prove, that he has 
denied the real perſonality of the Son and Spirit: 
then ] ſhalldemonſtrate their real perſonality from 
Scripture : afterwards I ſhall examine his account 
of the perſon of Chriſt God- man: and in the con- 
cluſion, I ſhall throw together ſome conſiderati- 
ons on a few miſcellancous paſſages, which ſeem 
to me to deſerve notice, and which do not come 


under the former heads. 


I hope ſhall not omit any thing material; but 
I find I muſt often conſider fancies inſtead of ar- 
guments. I have nothing elſe in view, but a ſin- 
cere ſearch after truth, in this undertaking; and 
if any ſucceſs may attend it, I would aſcribe it all 
* N 1 
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to the divine aſſiſtance, which can enable the weak 
things of this world to confound the wile and 
the mighty. . 


e 


That there are many things in Reaſon, and 
Scripture, which are incomprehenſible : 
that the Doctrine of the Trinity is pecu- 
liarly ſo; and that it is a fruitleſs At. 
tempt, for Mr. Watts to endeavour to grue 
, oo CH 


: HERE is nothing of which men 


pF 0 
0 
# 


have more full eyidence, than ot 
the imperfection of their know- 
= ledge; and the more knowledge 
they attain to, the more real con- 
| viction they have, that the things 
they are utterly ignorant of, are more than the 
things they imperfectly know. The things that 
make up the material world, are the things we 
mult be ſuppoſed to have the cleareſt notions of, 
becauſe they come under the view of our ſenſes; 
but yet, if we take an exact ſurvey of one of the 
meaneſt things in nature, we ſhall find a great 
deal in it, that we can give no manner of account 
of, which yet we are forc'd to believe as fact, on 
the evidence of our ſenſes; and when we have 
certain evidence that a thing is, it is no plea for 
our disbelieving it, that we cannot comprehon, 
I le rms: e a 


. 


to 
would be ſufficiently laughed at for his increduli- 
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how it is. As for inſtance, no man can pretend 
to tell, what it is that makes the particles of mat- 
ter cohere, and keeps them from falling in pieces; 
and Jet believe, whoever would be to hardy as 


eny that they do actually cleave together, 


ty. We have not as yet, from all the ſearches in- 


for a man that is in motion, ſtiffly to maintain 


parts of matter, or of the way in which animal 
motions are performed; yet we have ſufficient evi- 
dence that the parts of matter really cohere, and 
that our limbs actually move. So that it mult be 

granted, that we have ideas of many things clear | 


* 


to nature, receiv'd light enough to guide us into 


an explication of the manner in wluich our limbs 
move; and yet, would it not be molt ridiculous, 


that he ſtands ſtill, becauſe he cannot give an ac- 


count how he moves? Tho' we cannot have anv_ 


full, and adequate ideas of the coheſion of the 


enough to command our aſſent, nay, our firm and 
indubitable perſuaſion; where yet we have no no- 
tion how the things, of the truth of which we 
are periuaded, ac. 5 

If we raiſe our thoughts higher, to immateri- 
al Beings, and duly conſider ourſelves, we mull: 


conclude, that there is a ſpiritual thinking ſub- 


ſtance, that goes to our conſtitution, which, by 
its rational powers, makes a certain diſcriminati- 


on between us and brutes; and yet we are ſcarce- 
ly at all acquainted with the nature of thoſe ſouls 
we carry about with us; nor can we give an ac- 
count how they apply themſelves to the organs 


of our ſenſes, to produce motions in our material 


parts, ſubject to the command of the will. In 
the mean time, this is certain, that we can move 
our hands, our fect, nay, our whole bodies, juſt 
2s Our wills direct. This inſtance, as it Gen 

es | B the 
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the imperfection of our knowledge, ſo it gives 
us a convincing proof, that we may be poſitive 
of the certainty of a matter of fact, when we can 
give very little, ſcarce any account, how that 


matter of fact is brought about. 


If ce are ſo in the dark about the common 


operations of nature, and if we can give ſo little 
account of our own conſtitution, it is not to be 
wonder'd at, that we ſhould be more in the dark 
about things of an higher nature. If there are 
depths that we cannot fathom, in finite things, 


ſurely we ſhould not pretend to a perfect com- 


prehenſion of things infinite; but we ought ra- 
ther to bring ourſelves firmly to believe, and re- 


ceive thoſe myſteries, that can never be ſpan'd by 


the ſhort meaſure of our reaſon. 


It is ſurprizing, when men have the greateſt 
proof how impertect their knowledge is, that they 
{o generally aim at hat is above their reach; and 
that they cannot learn wiſdom and humility enough, 


to forbear catching at things too big for their graſp. 


Ignorance and pride put perſons on endeavouring 
to give an account of every thing; whereas, on 
the contrary, prudence and wiſdom make a man 

unſhaken in his belief of a myſtery, of the reality 


of which he has tull evidence, and keep him from 
unhinging his brain, and racking his underſtand- 
ing, to give an account of the modus of it. 


The neceſſity of believing myſteries, is a thing 


againſt which conceited mortals make loud out- 


cries; and it has been a ſubject for many tragical 


_ cotaplaintss Indeed, where the terms of a pro- 


poſition are not at all underſtood, there can be no 


aſlent of the mind, neither can a contradictory pro- 


polition ever be believ'd; for what a man knows 
to be falſe, he can never really give his affent to. 


As for example, an aſſertion that two and has 
* OE | | 5 40 
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deo not make five, is rejected by every one that 
has the uſe of reaſon ; not becaule he does not un- 
derſtand the terms of the propoſition, but becauſe 


he does underſtand rhem, and thereby knows them 


to be falſe. Nothing can be the ſubje& of our 


| belief, which our reaſon, or our ſenſes tell us is 


tile; fo that when ſenſe tells us, that the bread 
in the Euchariſt, after conſecration, is bread ſtill, 


ind not the body of our Lord and Saviour, it is a 


vain thing to tell us, we mult bring faith to be- 
'ieve it; for nothing that is falſe to reaſon and 
onfe, Sean be truc ro faith. = _ 
When we make theſe conceſſions to the deſpi- 
ters of myſterics, ſtill we maintain, that there are 
things we mult believe, which after all enquiry 
we cannot fully comprehend : and this the har- 
dieſt ſcoffer at the myſteries of revelation muſt 


himſelf grant, unleſs he will run the matter fo far 


a5 to ſettle in Atheiſm z for when he hath diſplay'd 


his rhetoric ever ſo much againſt myſteries, if 


he be not an Atheiſt, he receives myſteries of rea- 
ſon, which are altogether as incomprehenſible, as 
any can be ſuppos'd, that are known only by di- 
vine revelation; n %% goa 

A myſtery of reaſon is a truth, of the reality of 


which we have a ſufficient evidence from reaſon 
but which we can no more fully comprehend, 
than we can utterly disbelieve. A myſtery of re- 


velation is a truth reveal'd inthe Scriptures, which 


we could never have known, had it not been by 
God reveal'd to vs; and which after it is reveal'd 
we are incapable of comprehending. Of both 


theſe kinds of myſteries we have ideas; that is, 


we have ideas of the certainty of them, but our 


ideas of them are confuſed, inadequate, and inde- 


terminate. Such myſteries we may ſee the great- 
eſt reaſon to believe, tho' we may be ſo far from 


1 having 
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having clear ideas of them, that our ideas may be 
only general and inadequate; and tho” they may 
carry in them ideas ſeemingly, but not plainly, 
and really, repugnant. „ 
The great myſteries of rcaſon, are the nature 
and attributes of God: theſe are as great myſte- 
ries as any known merely by revelation, if not 


greater. The ſelf- exiſtence of God is a my ltery 


of reaſon, about which our ideas are ſo indeter- 
minate, that while ſome plead that the idea of it 
is poſitive, others, with more appearance of rea- 
ſon, take the idea of it to be only negative; but 
all perſons, except Atheiſts, firmly believe it, tak- 


ing up with inadequate ideas of it. To ſay there 


is a cauſe of the firſt cauſe, is an expreſs contra- 
diction; and yet it is a thing we can't compre- 


hend, how any thing can exiſt, without a ground 
and rcafon of its exiſtence. The fimplicity of 
God is another my ſtery that comes under this claſs : 


that God is a pure uncompounded Spirit, is grant- 


ed by all; yet whocyer would go about to ex- 


plain this matter, would find how dark and genc- 


ral his ideas of it are, when yet it is a thing to 


which all that own the being of a God give a full 


aſſent. The immenſity or omnipreſence of God 
is another myſtery : that the omnipreſent ſubſtance 


is not extended, carries in it a ſeeming contradic- 


tion; yet if a man were to aſlert, that the divine 
ſubſtance is extended, he would find himſelf in- 


_ voly'd in far greater difficulties, than he ſtrives to 
avoid: to that here likewiſe, a general and inade- 
quate idea is all that we can obtain. The omni- 
ſcience of God is another myſtery, and will remain 
{o, let us enquire ever lo much into it: that God 


forcknows, and conſequently pre- determines all 
actions, that ſcem contingent, and that man, not- 
withilanding, is a free agent, are things that ſcem 

. repugnant, 
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repugnant, and they are difficulties we can never 


fully get over; yet they are things we are forc'd 
to give our aſſent to, and to relt ſatisficd with a 
general indeterminate notion of them. There is 
one inſtance more which I ſhall give, and that is 


the eternity of God: this I take to be the greateſt 

myſtery of all; an cternity paſt is what we all are 
_ obliged to believe, but it is a thing of which we 

have as little notion as of any one thing to which 


we give aſſent: it not only puzzles our philoſo- 


phy, and makes our reaſon rcel, but makes even 


our imagination giddy. From this enumeration | 


of particulars, it appears, that in reaſon there are 
myſterics, of the reality of which we have ſuf- 
ficient evidence; when yet we have very dark, 
inadequate, and indeterminate ideas of the manner 
how they are. Thoſe perſons then that receive 
_ theſe ſublime incomprehenſible truths, and do not 
deny that they are, becauſe they are in the dark 
how they are, are guilty of a molt intolerable and 
__ unreaſonable partiality, when they reject the my- 
ſteries of the Chriſtian religion, merely becauſe the 


modus of them 1s not to be laid ley el with ther 


7, under ſtandings. 


The myſteries of the 'Golpel arc, as was before 


hinted, ſuch truths as could never have been diſ- 
- covered by the light of realon, without the far- 

ther help of revelation. As in reaſon we are bound 
to receive, and believe whatever God reveals, it 

neceſſarily follows, that what he reveals, we mutt 


belicve, on the authority of his Word, without 


enquiring how it can be; for if we "Ge a right 


to refuſe our aſſent to a doctrine reveal” d, *till the 


manner how it is comes to be made known to us, 


it would follow, that Sog could not command 


our aſſent, without being3accountable to us, to 


give us che reaſon by be requires us to receive 
n 


tion. 
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this or the other doctrine. The true way of re- 
garding matters only known by revelation, is to 


conſider them as matters of fact; and our enquiry 
ought to be, whether ſuch and ſuch doctrines are 
really reveal'd or not; and if we find they are really 


revcal'd, it is no excuſe for our disbelieving them, 


to pretend we have not clear ideas how they 


can be. 5 1 

Amongſt all the doctrines of the Goſpel, the 
doctrine of the ever- bleſſed Trinity in unity, is 
moſt myſterious; but yet it is a doctrine of the 


utmoſt importance: the ſalvation of men is molt 


nearly concerned in this matter. I do not think 
there are greater difficulties in this, than in the at- 


tributes of God, or indeed fo great; but of the 
doctrines of pure revelation, it may be ſaid to be 
moſt myſterious; and indeed as it belongs to God, 
. whoſe nature is infinite, it can hardly be other- 
wiſe: for what finite mind can take in infinity? 
much leſs can fallen mortals, who are but muth- {| 
rooms of a night's growth, comprehend the an- 


tient of days; yet ſuch is the pride, and conceited 
ignorance of men, when they are left to them- 
ſelves, that they mult affect to know every thing, 


tho' in compariſon, they know nothing; and ac- 


cordingly, no doctrine has been more a ſtumbling- 
block to the proud pretenders to reaſon, than the 
doctrine of the Trinity. Some daringly blaſpheme 


it, as having nonſenſe, abſurdity, and contradicti- 
oninvoly'd in it; whilſt others darken and obſcure 
it, by endeavouring to get more clear ideas of it, 


than ſeem compatible with a ſtate of imperfec- 


The Scripture fully agrees with the voice of ma- 


tural reaſon, in aſſerting the unity of God, and in 


declaring againſt a plurality of gods: but tho' it 
ſpeaks in the fulleſt manner againſt Polytheiſm, 
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yet in it three are ſpoke of in the language of 
perſonality, the Father, the Son, and the holy 


Spirit; to whom the titles of ſupremacy are, with= 
out reſtriction, given; of whom the eſſential at- 
tributes of the Godhead are alike predicated; and 


by whom the works, which can alone be done 
by a divine power, are repreſented to be perform'd. 


God is one, and yet there are three Perſons repre- 


ſented in Scripture, as having true and proper Di- 


vinity; therefore theſe three divine Perſons muſt 
be the one true and ſupreme God. In this great 
my ſtery, the ideas are ſeemingly repugnant; but 
no man can venture to ſay they are really ſo, be- 
cauſe none could ever yet ſettle a principle of in- 


dividuation. We ſee plainly, that every one per- 
fon in Scripture is repreſented as God, or as hay- 


ing divine perfections: we know alſo, that there 
is fre one G 
_ perſons can be reconciled with the divine unity, 
we have but inadequate ideas, However, the dark- 
neſs of our ideas, how theſe three can be one, no 
way weakens the proofs of the Divinity of each of 
them, or the evidences for the unity of God; un- 
leſs we be fooliſh enough to think, and daring e- 
nough to ſay, that we can fully and completely 
comprehend the nature of the infinite God. 
I readily acknowledge, that we are unable to 


od; but how the plurality of divine 


form any clear ideas how three can be one; but 


unleſs we had a more full and comprehenſive Know- 
ledge of the nature of God, than we have of our- 


ſelyes, we ought not to take upon us to ſay it can- 


not be ſo. Scripture has thus reveal'd it, and a 
humble ſubmiſſion of our underſtandings to the 
wiſdom of God moſt highly becomes us. How 
theſe things can be, is a matter that ſurmounts 
our underſtanding; therefore it is inſupportable 
arrogance for inſolent wretches to ſay, that if this 


propoſition, 
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propoſition, that Chriſt 1s God by nature, of the 
lame eſſence with the Father, could be fairl 
prov'd to be the doctrine of Chriſtianity, they 
would firmly believe the whole new Teſtament 
to be an impoſture, and reject it as ſuch; becauſe 
ſuch a propoſition directly overthrows the firſt 
principle of natural religion, that there is but one 
God. What is the drift of ſuch daring miſcreants 
ſetting their mouths againſt heaven but this, that 
if God does not ſpeak according to their ſentiments, 
he muſt preſently be an impoſtor! Such rude at- 
tacks on our faith are only to be deſpiſed, becauſe 
they cannot do much harm; our chief danger is 
from the attempts of men more curious and con- 
ceited, than wiſe and humble, who go about to 
explain that which is inexplicable; or endeavour 
in a crafty way to rob the Son and Spirit of their 
, nn; e 


If we take a view of the different oppoſitions 
that have been made to the Deity of the Son and 
Spirit, we ſhall find them all to have taken their 
riſe from confounding perſon and being together; 
and from an obſtinate holding to this as a ſettled 
maxim, that one perſon muſt be a ſeparate being. 
The Sabellians on this foundation explain'd the 
Trinity by one perſon under three names: and 

the Arians going upon the ſame maxim, made the 
three divine perſons three ſeparate beings ; one 

the ſupreme God, and Father of all things, and 
the other two the higheſt of all his creatures. 
And were we to view all the miſtaken notions 
concerning the Trinity, they would all appear to 
tale their riſe from the arbitrary concluſion juſt 
now mentioned, which vain men have drawn 
from no other foundation than this, that among 
men, three perſons are actually three ſeparate be- 


ings. * 
ä As 
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As the doctrine of the Trinity has been, in all 
Ages, oppoſed, and malign'd, by the diſputers of 
this world; ſo it has been darken'd by the at- 
tempts of ſome to illuſtrate it, and, has been ob- 
ſcur'd by their preſumptuouſly imagining, that 
they are the men that can give us clear ideas of 
it. This muſt be the cafe, as long as men will 
give more {cope to their fancies, than their judg- 
ments. The event of all theſe attempts is, to 
leave things darker and more obſcure than they 
were or and I do not think it will be other- 
wiſe, whilſt men aim at clear ideas of what infi- 
nitely tranſcends their comprehenſion. 
I am forry to find the ingenious Mr. Watts, in 
the ſecond part of his diflertations on the Trinity, 
endeavouring after * an hypotheſis of explain- 
© ing the Trinity, which may have clear and di- 
« ſtinct ideas affix'd to it.” He ſays, “ it would 
be an invaluable happineſs to the Chriſtian 1 
c world, if ſuch an hypotheſis were current — 
„ mong us.” How far he has ſuccecded in ſuch 1 
an attempt, ſhall be conſider'd in the ſequel. For 
my own part, I think it impoſſible to find ſuch 
an hypotheſis ; for, ſince the Scripture aſſures us, 
> | that we b cannot by ſearching find out God, nor 
| :-- _ diſcover the Almighty unto perfection; it is vain and 
c WM fruitlels to attempt to explain the manner, how 


0 the ſacred Three are related one to another. 
* Mr. Watts himſelf, as he tells us, “ formerly ſa- 
* e tisfied his inquiſitive thoughts, with the geng- 
1s © ral notion of this matter being incomprehenſi- | 
o ble: I with he had {till reſted there; for cer- 
it tainly it is ſafeſt not to wade too far into the deep 
vn things of God. The common orthodox way of 
e =: eee e > Joh. xi. 7.  * Diſfert, p. 160. 


ſpeaking 
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ſpeaking of the eternal generation of the Son, and | 


the eternal proceſhon of the Spirit, from the Fa- 


ther and the Son, has countenance enough from 
_ Scripture, to juſtify our keeping to this language, 
which has been ſo long in ule, provided we keep 
from explaining the modus of this generation and 


proceſſion. It is a mean and unjuſtifiable thing 
in our author * to inſinuate, that this is derived 


to us from the Popith ſchoolmen; and that the 


explication is popiſh and ſcholaſtic, merely be- 
cauſe the ſubtile triflers, who are underſtood by 


the name of ſchoolmen, run into a great many 


unintelligible ways of explaining the generation 


and proceſſion. Mr. Watts might have known, 
that the eternal generation of the Son, and the 
proceſſion of the Spirit, were things maintain d 


long e before the ſchoolmen attempted to give an 


account 


: s Page 1 57. That our author may fee he is entirely 
miſtaken, in calling the eternal generation of the Son a popifh, 


ſcholaſtic doctrine, I ſhall produce a ſew teſtimonies for it, of 
the writers before the Council of Nice, thinking it needlefs to 


produce any of thoſe after, becauſe then eternal generation be- 
came the univerſal notion. nn | 
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Et qui in Patre fuit proceſſit ex Patre, & quia in Patre fuit, 


quia ex Patre fuit, cum Patre poſtmodum fuit quia ex Patre pro- 
ceſſit. Novatian, Cap. 31 3% wie jor” 


Hic ergo cum ſit genitus a Patre, ſemper eft in Patre. Semper autem 


fee dico, ut non innatum, ſed natum probem ; ſed qui ante omne tem- 
pus ſemper in Paire fuiſſe dicendu; eſt: nec enim illi tempus afſignari 


poteſt, qui ante tempus eſt. Semper enim in Patre, ne Pater non 


ſemper ſit Pater. ldem. 1bid. 
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account of the manner of them, or framed that 
ſet of words of which he can attain no ideas. 
I be truth is, the ſchoolmen were guilty of the 
ſame miſtake that Mr. Watts runs into: they 
aim'd at ſatisfactory ſolutions of things that were 
above their comprehenſion : they could not be 
content without being wife above what is writ- 
ten; and *till I can find it made out, that the Scrip- 
ture has given us any light into explications of the 
modus of this myſtery, I can but reckon all at- 
tempts of this nature to be unprofitable, as well 
as dangerous. I believe the doctrine of the Tri- 
_ nity, * * an article which has had ſuch difficul- 
ties attending it in all ages, may be clear'd b 
* labour and prayer, and the daily ſtudy of the 
“ Scriptures; ” ſo as that our faith in it may be 
ſtrengthen'd, and our doubts concerning it ſcat- 
ter'd; but I do not think we are calld to pray 
for clear ideas of the modus of it, for that is a- 
bove our narrow and contracted underſtandings: 
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were it otherwiſe, the Scripture would have becn 


as explicit, in declaring the manner how the Son 


and Spirit are one with the Father, as it has been 
in aſſerting their eſſential and proper Divinity. 


One end Mr. Matis propoſes, in finding out a 


ſcheme of explaining the Trinity, which may 
have clear and diſtinct ideas annex'd to it, is, 


<« 2 that we may not be perpetually running to 


this refuge, that it is all myſterious and incon- 


& ceivable, and therefore we mult not ſearch into 
« it.” I do not take this to be any better than 


an invidious repreſentation of the matter; for the 
| Scripture proots of the Divinity of the Son and 
Spirit are ſo full and ſtrong, that we may be cer- 
tainly aſſur'd of it; and the reality of their perſo- 
nal diſtinction is caſily conceivable, tho' the man- 


ner how thele divine Perſons are united, be ac- 


knowledg'd to be inconceivable. We cannot ſcarch | 
too diligently into the Scripture accounts of the 


Deity of the Son and Spirit, becauſe our ſearch 
may be bieſs'd, for the increaſing and confirming 


our faith; bur it is vain and fruitleſs to {earch the 
_ Scriptures for an explication of the relations the 


ſacred Three bear one to another, or of eternal 
generation and proceſſion, for we thall never find 


Another end Mr. Watts propoſes, to himſelf, 


in aiming at clear 1deas of the Trinity is, to fur- 
niſh himiclt with better anſwers to the objections 
made againſt it. Thus he tells us, Þ © that his 
© faith, as a Chriſtian, had contented itſelf with 


c more general ideas of this doctrine, without 


& c1uquiring (to far at leaſt) into the modus of it, 


“ had it not been for the various objections rais'd 


© againſt the poſſibility of it, in any form or mo- 
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c dus whatever.” Theſe words are far from car- 
rying any clear idea in them; for ſurely none that 
receive the Scriptures, deny the poſſibility of a 
Trinity under their own form or modus: as for 
_ example, a Sabellian thinks the Trinity poſſiblo 
under his form, and the Arian thinks it poſſible 
under his modus: this therefore, | ſuppoſe, is not 
the ſenſe of the words. I can think of no other 
meaning, than that they who deny the proper 
and eſſential Deity of the Son and Spit i, object a- 
gainſt the poſhibility of that ſcheme of the Tri- 
nity, under any modus or form whatever. The 
propereſt way to deal with ſuch is, to prove from 
Scripture, that the characters of true and proper 
Divinity really belong to three Perſons; and if they 
ſtill object to the poſſibility of it, it ſhews, that 
whatever they pretend to, they ſet not out on the 
foot of Scripture, but are for making that bow to 
their reaſon. If the certainty of a thing be prov'd 
from Scripture, I rake it to be vain to endeavour 
to make it intelligible to a perſon, who after ſuch 
proof is ſo hardy as to deny the poſſibility of it. 
Our author cannot but be ſenſible, that there 
are as great difficulties attending the ſimplicity, 
omnipreſence, omniſcience, and eternity of God, 
us any can be pretended to belong to the Catholic 
doctrine of the Trinity; but he will hardly fay 
the objections any daring Atheiſt can make againſt 
theſe, are the ſtronger, or our proofs for them the 
weaker, for our want of clear ideas. And the 
_ caſe is ſomeways the ſame in the doctrine of the 
Trinity; the proofs of the reality of it may be 
very ſtrong, whilſt our ideas of it may be far from 
being clear. As he takes up with confuſe and 
inadequate ideas of the attributes of God, who 
is great, and we know him not; ſo it might 
have been as well, if he had taken up with ina- 
FL = dequate 
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dequate ideas of the Trinity, and had been con- 
tent with i thinking that the doctrine of the 
“ proper Deity of the Son and Spirit, is ſup- 
« ported by * convincing arguments drawn 
— Pom the word of God, tho' the manner of ex- 
“ plication be attended with much difficulty. 
After all, Mr. Watts ſeems to me to give up 
the matter, and to leave it abſolutely uncertain, 
whether clear ideas are to be obtain'd or not. 
After all his ſearch, he ſays, K © he is far from de- 
« termining what is the true and inward diftinc- 
„ tion between the Eſſence of God himſelf, who 
<« 3s called the Father, and his Word and Spirit.“ 
And he grants, & that we know not how great 
« is the diſtinction between different powers and 
“ principles, in ſo ſublime and incomprehenſible. 
a nature as the Godhead: ”* ſo that he can pre- 
tend to no more knowledge, than they who have 
not ſo clear ideas as he thinks he has. Nay, he 
inſinuates, n that the difference between the 
« divine Powers (which are what he calls per- 
* ſons) is a problem too high and too hard for 
© us to reſolve, who know heavenly things only 
« by way of diſtant analogy to things carthly, and 
have not yet learn'd the unſpeakable words, 
_ « which Paul heard in Paradiſe.” If this be ſo, 
then ſince, as he ſays elſewhere, n there is 
_ « {ome difficulty and darkneſs attending our en- 
& 2 into the metaphyſical nature and eſ- 
“ {ence of the Son and of the bleſſed Spirit, and 
of their unity with, and diſtinftion from the 
“ Father; and ſince the Spirit has not conde- 
ſcended to reveal this myſtery to us, in his 
„Word, in evident and ee language; 1 


i Pref. p. 9. p. 120. 15. 129. 121. 
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think 
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think we may be content to take this matter on 
the foot whereon it ſtands in Scripture, without 
affecting to diſcourſe of it in clearer ideas, than 
thoſe under which the hbly Spirit has thought fit 
c SEE 


CHAP; IL 

That ſuppoſing we could attain to clear ideas | | 
| of the Trinity, yet Mr. Watts has not an- 
fewer his defign of affording us ſuch. 


H A T has been advanced in the 
preceding chapter makes it ap- 
pear, that the Doctrine of the Tri- 
A nity is a matter of ſo ſublime a_ 
Js nature, that it is not poſſible for 
us to attain to clear ideas of the 
way and manner how three perſons can be one 
| God, ſo that the ſafeſt way is to cleave to this 
aſſertion ; becauſe Scripture has declared it in fact 
to be ſo; it muſt be true, how little notion ſo- 
ever we may have of the modus of it. How- 
ever, if we were to ſuppoſe it probable, that a 
ſcheme ſhould be invented, that might have clear « 
ideas annex'd to it, {till I muſt maintain, that 
Mr. Watts has been far from furniſhing us with 
a ſcheme z nay, I cannot but think, he has brought 
m more darkneſs and inconſiſtency, than moſt 


2 who 
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who have wrote on this matter. 'This is a charge 


which cannot but ſenſibly affect any author, much 
more one who bears the character of a clean and 
polite writer; and therefore, for the ſupport of 


it, I ſhall be very careful to produce our author's 


own words, without adding any thing that may 
ſerve to give them an obſcure or uncourh turn; 


looking upon ſuch an artifice to be too mean for 


me to ule, as well as unworthy of the cauſe in 


_ which I am engaged: ES On 5 
Our author takes notice of a diſtinction in 
the Divine Nature, which is © a diſtinction of 


“ modes and properties, as when the different 


attributes of the Divine Nature, ſuch as power, 


„ wiſdom, and goodneſs, are repreſented as a 
ce ſacred Trinity.” This he juſtly rejects, Þ as not 


affording a ſufficient difference for the various 
aſcriptions which are given to Father, Son, and 


Spirit in Scripture z therefore he tells us of ano- 
ther diſtinction, which is e, “ that of Divine Pow- 


e ers, as when the Divine Eflence, with its two 
different powers of mind and will, or princi- 
„ ples of knowledge and efficiency, are repre- 
<« {ented as the bleſſed Three, the Father, the 


“ Word, and the holy Spirit.” This he © thinks 


he can call real, in ſome ſenſe, becauſe there is a2 


plain reality in the diſtinction, tho' it ariſc not 
ro diſtin& ſubſtances. Now, I confeſs, I have no 


clear idea how this diſtinction is greater, or more 
real, than the other; for there is a real diſtinction 
between ſimple attributes, as well as between 


them, when pur into action: ſo that here, I think, | 
our author might, with as much clearneſs, have 


faid, chat tho' there is only a modal diſtinction 
"Page 214-2145 55 a1 


between 
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between the attributes of witdom aud power; yet 
there is a real diſtinction between the principles 


of knowledge and efficien e. 
If any can form a clear idea of this way of talk- 
ing, Jam very much miſtaken. I cannot think 


this will help us, © © to behold the great God, 


in a more diſtinct and perſpicuous view: 


He farther tells f us, “that whatſocyer clear 
ideas we frame of God, by the light of nature, 
« we derive them from an inward reflection on 


© our own fouls, and their various properties and 
powers of underſtanding and will.” Now, 
tho' I grant, that from the conſideration of our 


own ſouls, we may get an imperfect idea of an 


immaterial ſubſtance, which may give us ſome 
_ faint image of the ſpirituality and immateriality 


of God, yet I do not ſee, that Mr. atis has put 


us into a way of gaining any clear ideas of God, 


for we can find no re{cmblance between infinite 


wiſdom, and perfect omniſcience, and our ſhal- 
ow underſtandings, and ignorance of more things 
than we know; neither can our inability to put 


in practice what our finite underſtandings intend, 


give us a clear idea of the infinite power of God, 
who can do all things that his wiſdom contrives, 
and his will deſigns; no more can the variablenels 


of our wills, which are more fickle than the wind, 


help us to an adequate conception of the immu- 
tability of the Father of lights, with whom there 


is no variableneſs, or ſhadow of turning. He adds 
indeed, that we muſt “ ſuppoſe the tranſcendent 


! ſuperiority of God to ourſelves;“ that is to ſay, 
when we have gain'd clear ideas of God, we muſt 
ſuppoſe him tranſcendently above our ideas. It 


his laſt thing be ſuppoſed, a8 it really muſt by 
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us finite creatures, I do not know how we cat 
be {aid to have clear ideas. 
Our author afterwards asks, 3 Since the human 
« foul has two diſtin powers; the knowing 
© power, called the mind, and the active power, 
c called the will, why| may we not ſuppoſe the 
< bleſſed God to have two diſtinct powers, cal- 
led the Word and the Spirit; 3 the one cognoſci- 
ce tive, and the other active.“ And he goes on 
to tell us, Þ that as the human ſoul has in it in- 
be relligence and volition, and a power of mov- 
ce ing the body; ſo if there werc any ſingle term 
„ which ſignificd both intelligence and volition 
„ together, he would choole to apply that to the 
divine Word; and if any ſingle term ſignificd 
the power of operation, or moving the body, 
ce he would apply that to the holy Spirit, becauſe 
&« he thinks this analogy and relemblunce would 
« come ſomething nearer to the ſcriptural ideas 
« of the Word and Spirit; the one being repre- 
ce ſented rather as an intelligent volitive power, 
and the other as an intelligent effective power.” 
What light this rumbling {tuff is like to produce, 
I know not, if the ideas couched under this dark 
linguage be clear to our author, he has been very 
_ unhappy in chooſing a drels wherein to cloath 
them. He acknowledges, ' © that his deſign is not 
ce fo preſuming, as to expreſs what the powers of 
ce the Deity arc in themſelves, but only to exhi- 
hit a ſort of diſtant human reſemblance of them.“ 
So that he 1s to be commended for his modeſty 
hee, in not preſuming to give us clear ideas: and 
it mult be readily acknowledg'd, that he has not 
Altain'd to more than he has preſum'd. 
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He inſinuates, * © that we may call the Word 


a divine power or faculty of knowing and con- 


& triving all things, the Spirit an executive pow- 


© er or faculty which wills and effects all things: 


and he ſays, “ when he repreſents the Word 


e and Spirit by divine wiſdom and power, he does 


Cc 


not conceive of them merely as two attributes 


of the divine Nature, ſuch as juſtice, goodnets, 
Cc. but as ſuch diſtinct faculties, or perhaps 


Cc 


more diſtinct, than the underſtanding and will 
ce 


60 


are in human ſpirits, which two are called 
powers rather than properties of the ſoul; tho” 


in another place, he thinks m divine properties 
may be uſed to expreſs the divine Perſons. 
He owns, * © that the terms attribute, property, 
e and power, may be uſed promiſcouſly for one 


« another;” but he ſays, © when there is a di- 


“ ſtinction made between them, the terms pro- 
e perty or attribute are applied to any fort of 


modes or qualities, that belong to a ſubject; 
_ 


8 
= 


Ae 


and that the term power denotes a diſtinct prin- 
ciple of phyſical agency in the ſubject, whereby 
it is render'd capable of acting in this or that man- 
« ner.” After this manner, he ſuppoſes the attri- 
butes of God to be qualities belonging to him as 


eo A 


cheir ſubject, but his Word and Spirit to bein Scrip- 
ture repreſented as the phyſical principles of know- 
ing, willing, and efficience ( tho! it is to be obſerved, 


that there is not any footſtep of ſuch a way of 


{peaking in Scripture : ) he calls them powers, be- 
cauſe this fort of idea admits of a greater diſtinc- 
tion than the qualities we call attributes. ; 
I I have e all this, to let every one ſee, 
that this ingenious author does not always deal 
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forth clear ideas, or at leaſt, does not cloath his 
clcar ideas with plain language. I wonder why 
he fixes on the word power, to expreſs what o- 
thers call a divine Perſon; and my reaſon againſt 
uſing it, I will give in his own words: » That 


© the word power 1s an ambiguous term, that 


(e 


ſometimes ſignifies a faculty or principle of o- 
cc | 


peration, and ſometimes denotes the force and 
influence of that faculty. Now the word be- 


ing ſo often uſed, and theſe two ſenſes of it be- 


ing ſomewhat a-kin, it's hardly poſſible to li- 
mit the preciſe bounds of each of theſe ſenſes 
& or idcas, in every place of Scripture.” Now 
that an ambiguous word, that bears ſenſes ſo much 
a-kin, that it is hardly poſſible to limit the pre- 


A 


ciſe bounds of each of theſe ſenſes, ſhould be a 

proper word, to conveigh clear ideas to us of the 
diſtinction of the Son and Spirit from the Father, 

VVV . 


Upon the whole, I think Mr. Watts had a great 


deal of reaſon to deſire, as he does, P his readers 


to pardon the neceſſary impropriety or unſuitable- 


nels of ſome of the terms © uſed by him, when 
applied to the great and bleſſed God.” If all 


© his aim has been, to gain and give as clear and 


&« diſtinct ideas as he can, of the words the Scrip- 


« ture utes, that he might ſecure himſelf and o- 


*© thers from talking without ideas.” I cannot 


but think, he has utterly miſs'd of his aim, and has 


imwarily promoted an end contrary to his de- 


Mm ns 
i [ might farther have purſued this matter, and | : 
mignt eaſily have taken notice of multitudes of | 


other paſſages, that ſeem to me to carry in them no 
clear ideas; but I ſhall not proceed in this tedi- 
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pus and difagreeable employment, my inclination 
is more towards looking out for things in an au- 
thor that will bear commendation, than to pick 
out things worthy of reprehenſion. Mr. Matis 
is a perſon I honour and reſpect; and it is not 
out of prejudice to him that 1 take notice of theſe 
things: he has been remarkable for a clear caſy 
way of writing; therefore for him to talk ſo ob- 
ſcurely as he does, is a proof how little a man can 
do, when he wades beyond his depth and thar 
the moſt perſpicuous writer will not continue like 

| himſelf, when he affects to give clear notions of 
things; which will remain incomprehenſible, ler 
men of the moſt elevated capacities do all they can 
f 

It is often ſeen, that men who have gained a re- 
putation in ſome particular matters, cannot be 
content with the praiſe they have juſtly acquir'd, 
bur muſt aim at ſomething out of their reach: if 
they have ſuccceded well in ſome things, they are 
apt to think nothing is beyond their abilities; 
and therefore, when they find others gravell'd at 
any difficulties, they fancy they are the happy men 
that muſt clear them up, and often, in attempt- 
ing to ſolve them, raiſe greater difhculties, than 
they are which they ſtrive to remove; and ſhew 
they dip into things they have not duly fathom'd. 
Whether this is Mr. J/atts's caſe, or no, I ſhall 
not determine: his hymns have deſervedly met 

| with a general reception; his poems, tho' perſons 
of a truly fine taſte will eaſily diſcover many de- 
fects and unaccuracies in them, have been highly 
applauded, and his ſermons have had an uncom- 
mon run. I hope theſe things have not made 
him imagine, he 1s able to ſolve the difficulties at- 
_ tending the moſt abſtruſe myſteries of revelation : 
if he has entertain'd ſuch a conceit, a little refle 


cti- 
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on will make him ſenſible, that it is much eaſficr 
to compoſe a work of genius and fancy, than to 
explain the manner, how the three glorious Per- 
ſons ſubſiſt in one infinite eflence. Would he con- 
ſider calmly and impartially, what he has been 
doing, and how litle light he has ſtruck out, by 
his new way of talking, I am perſuaded, he would 
leave off ſtriving after clear 1deas of the doctrine 
of the Trinity, eſpecially fince, in order to obtain 
them, he has denied the real Perſonality of the Son 
and Spirit; which is the thing I am next to con- 
ider . 535353535 


CHAP. W, 
That Mr. Watts has denied the proper and 
real Perſonality of the Son and Spirit. 


MON af the ſchemes framed 

by thoſe who lean to their own un- 
derſtandings, in oppoſition to the 
true Scripture doctrine of the Tri- 
nity, there has only one been found 
out, that is not attended with inſu- 
perable difficulties on the bare foot of reaſon; and 
| that is the making the Godhead to be one Per- 
ſon; but then this is ſo glaring a contradiction to 
Scripture, that it never has been able to keep its 
ground long together, e 


5 . The 


10 
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The firſt hint of this hereſy was from $7209 Ma- 


zus, who after he was rejected by the Apoſtles, 


by a mixture of error and horrid Enthufiaſm a, 
gave out that he was the ſupreme God, who ap- 


pear'd at Samaria, as the Father, in Judea, as 
the Son, and in other nations, as the holy Ghoſt. 


By this monſtrous aſſertion, he ſeem'd to repre- 
icnt the Godhead, as one Perſon having three 


_ Names. 


There were ſome perſons in the time of Jin 
Martyr, who ſaid, the Son was not a diſtinct 
perſon from the Father. He in one place, * after 
he had been confuting the Jews, who ſaid, the 
Father was the Perſon that ſpoke to Moſes in the 
buſh, whom he affirms to be the Son, adds, that 


they who ſay that the Son is the Father, know 


neither Father nor Son. And in another place he 


mentions ſome, who pretended, that the Son was 


a power 


| * Trenzvs, Lib. 1. Cap. 20. Al. 23. Agreeable to this, we 


have a fragment of Simon preſerved by Ferom, who in his com- 


mentary on that paſſage in Marth. xxiv. 5. Many ſhall come in 
my name, ſaying, I am Chriſt, has the following words, Quorum 
unus eſt Simon Samaritanus, quem in Actibus Apoſtolorum legimus, 


qui ſe magnam dicebat eſſe Dei virtutem, hæc quoque inter catera 


in ſuis voluminibus ſcripta dimittens, ego ſum ſer mo Det, ego ſum 


ſpeciqſus, ego paracletus, ego omnipotens, ego omnia Dei. 
e \ \ "ie / 
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a4 power ſent from the Father, which was called 
an Angel, becaule it was ſent by the Father; a man, 
becauſe it appear'd in what ſhape he pleas'd; and 


the Word, becaule by it he made known his mind 
and will to men, and that it was not ſeparable 


or diſtinguiſhable from the Father. So that ac- 
cording to the fancy of the perſons Juſtin ſpeaks 
of, the Son may be called a cognoſcitive power, 
or an intelligent volitive power, or a divine pow- 
cr of knowing and contriving all things, had they 
been ſo happy as to have uted words that have 
clear ideas annex'd to them. In oppoſition to 


_ theſe perſons, Juſtin aſſerts t, that what they cal- 


led this power was God, but diſtinct from the Fa- 
cher, and begotten by him, but not by diviſion 


of his eſſence. And he proves that there are two 
in number who are divine, from thoſe words in 
Geneſis xix. 24. The Lord rained fire from the 


* 


Lord. 


Theſe perſons whom Juſtin ſeems to touch at, 
mult be but inconſiderable, ſince we hear no mote 
of them. But in the third century, the notion ot 


the Deity being but one perſon, made ſome fi- 


gure in Africa, being propagated by Praxeas, who 


allow'd only a nominal diſtinction between Father, 
Son, and holy Ghoſt; and ſo made the Father, in 
effect, to be born of a Virgin, and ſo ſuffer death. 


The tame notion was advanced, ſome time after 


Praxeas, in Aſia, by Noetus. 


1 : - 2 | SS f A i / 3 > / . 1 
5b GuTEY por Tu, xc 674 S A⁰,Hmã, Ad αν,e- . , 


tar. Juſtin Dial. cum Tryphone, p. 371, 372. Edit. Jebb. 


p. 4 2. Ed. Thirlby. Vide etiam Tatian, Cap, viii. p. 2 1. Ed. 
NE 8 55 | 


© Ibid. p. 374 375- Jebb. 413. Thirlly,  _ 
Itaque poſt tempus Pater natus eſt, & Pater paſſus mn dium 


unicum Deum non alias putat credendum, ( ſc. Praxeas) quam ſt 
ipſum eundemque & Patrem, © Filium, & Spiritum ſanctum, dicat. 


Tertullian contrà Praxeam, Cap. 2. 


Shortly 


_ ſecond defence, p. 212, 213. 
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Shortly after Sabellius ſprung up in Leit, who 
maintain'd an unity of Perſon, much after the 


fame manner with Praxeas and NozrusY. As the 


orthodox had been brought, in anſwer to the 


Praxeans and Noetians, to lay, they did not main- 
tain three gods, but reia Tg&%wra, or three per- 
ſons, Sabellius did not think it proper to deny in 


words, that there were three perſons in the God- 


head; but he denied they were real perſons, and 


Jook'd on the word Tegowno!, or perſont, only in 
a figurative ſenſe, as lignifying a maniteſtation, 
repreſentation, or a theatrical character; ſo that 


he could not be reckon'd free of the charge of 


making the Father ſuffer, any more than thoſe be- 


fore him. In order to guard againſt the ſubtil e- 
vaſions of him and his followers, the Greek w ri- 


ters, among the orthodox, ſeem to have after- 


wards more uſed the word yrogans. _ 
After Arianiſin ſprung up, Euſtathias and Mar- 


cellus of Ancyra, ſcrupled to ſav there were three 


hypoſtaſes, leſt they ſhould make three ſubſtan- 


Ces, therefore they were charg'd with Sabelllaniſim; 


bur it does not appear that they were really of this 
mind, but only ſome unguarded expreſſions were 
dropt by them, and too ſtiffly maintain'd, which 


were improved againſt them, by the malice of the 


Arian party, who endeavour'd to take revenge 
on them, for their bold appearance in behalf of 


the doctrine of a conſubſtantial Trinity. The 
MNanichees, a ſect which had odly made a jumble 


of Chriſtianity and Paganiſm, if they had any ſen- 


timents relating t to the Trinity'* ) tell 1 in with Sa- 


E bellianiſm. 


® See this matter well clear'd up by che learned Dr. Waterland, 


See alſo Dr. Berriman's account 
of the Trinitarian controverſy, p. 119, 120. 


8. 0s Fatris quidem Dei onmmiporentls. & Chriſti Filii ejus 
& Spiritus 
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bellirnif. The Priſcillianiſts, much ſuch another 
ſort of people, entertain'd afterwards the fame o- 
pinions; but as cach of thele fort of heretics had 
more of Paganiſm than true Chrittianity in their 


ſchemes, they were not much minded on this 


head. 7 „ 

do not find the notion of one proper divine 
perſon was much regarded, till the revival of the 
Anti-trinitarian errors after the reformation ;z then 


that ignorant enthuſiaſtic blaſphemer Michael Ser- 


wets, ſcem'd ſometimes to fall into this way; but 


there is ſuch a monſtrous confuſion in his ſenti- 


ments, that it is ſcarce to be known what he held. 


Ihe Socinian ſcheme, which is that of Paul of 
Saino/ata, and Photinas revived, and which had 
Auch a run in Poland, is near a-kin to the Sabel- 


lan; and is in reality only a more clumſy intri- 
cate way of expreſling the ſame thing: however, 


this is certain, that the Engliſh Socinians, who 


made ſuch a noiſe in the cloſe of the laſt century, 
came at length to ſettle in pure Sabellianiſim; and 


on that foot the Anti-trinitarians ſeem to have 


ſtood, till the Arian hereſy, upon its late revival, 


was received with applauſe by many; and ſince 


that it has been reckon'd more faſhionable, by all 
the oppolers of the doctrine of the Trinity, to 


profets a revercnce for that hypotheſis. I would 


not be thought, by this ſhort hiſtorical account 


of the oppoſition that has been made to the doc- 
trinc of the'I'rinity, on the foot of holding only 
one proper perſon in the Godhead, to be prepar- 
ing 1 charge of Sabellianiſim againſt Mr. //atts. 
Ile differs much in expreſſion from the Sabellians; 


ep Stiritus ſandti unum idemque, ſub triplici appellatiove, colimus 
men, Fauſtus the Manichee in Auguſt, contra Fauſt, Lib. 20 
Cap. 2. | 5 1 | 


and 


— 
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and tho? I cannot ſee he makes much more of the 


Son and Spirit than they do, yet I charitably hope, 
he has not duely weigh'd and conſider'd his own 


ſcheme. He fays?, a man incurs the charge of 


Sabellianiſm, if he follows that which he invidiouſly 


calls the ſcholaſtic ſcheme, which, he ſays, has 
been profeſs'd by molt of the reformed churches, 
and which, he tells us, with a fort of a ſncer, 


has been commonly called modern orthodoxy. 


He would have done well to have ſhewn us, whe- 
ther the ſcheme he advances be more clear of that 


charge. When a man goes beyond Scripture, in ex- 


plaining this myſterious part of our religion, under 


the pretence of giving a rational account of it: his 
niceſt care will hardly exempt him from the incon- 


venience of having ſome names of modern or an- 


tient error fixed upon him; and the reaſon is this, 
it is hardly poſſible that there can be any mittake 


relating to the doctrine of the Trinity now ad- 


vanced, but what has been ſtarted before; for as 


to this matter, it may truly be ſaid, that there is 
nothing new under the ſu n 
I ſhall now proceed to ſnew what Mr. Vatts's 


ſentiments, as to the perſonality of the Son and 


Spirit are, in which J ſhall be very careful of do- 


ing our author any injuſtice : what I affirm is, 
that he has not left the Son and Spirit any real 


perſonality. This I ſhall endeavour to ſhew from, 


his own words, and ſhall not concern myſelf 
what name may juſtly be given to his ſcheme. 


Upon a fancy of his own inventing *, that the 
complete Divine Nature may be repreſented, as 


including in it two Divine Powers, the Word and 


Spirit, and that we may ſuppoſe the human foul 
acting by the mind and will, to repreſent God 


7 ref: 5. vn, H: 1 86. 
„ = "..- Ihe 
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the Father acting by his two Divine Powers, the 
Word and Spirit, he tells us, “ tis evident the 
% Father is properly called a perſon, an intelli- 
gent voluntary agent, with little or no altera- 
tion of the common ſenſe of the word in hu- 
* man language” but then he ſays, © when the 
& Word and Spirit are called perſons, which are 
c {uppoſcd to be really but divine powers of the 
« Father, whoſe inward diſtinction we know not, 
the term perſon is uſed in a figurative or meta- 
phorical tenſe, and not in ſo proper and literal 
% a ſenſe as when the Father is called a perſon.” 
If in theſe words he does not deny the real Perſo- 
nality of the Son and Spirit, I do not know of 
what uſe words can be. This notion he endea- 
vours to render probable, b by a man's being re- 
preſented, as ſpeaking to his own mind e, by the 
cuſtom of the Eaſtern writers, to perſonalize eve- 
ry thing d, by the Jews being wont to diſtinguiſh 
the power of a ſpirit from that ſpirit, and by the pri- 
mitive e writers deſcribing the divine Logos as a 
perſonal power. All theſe things are either falſe, or 
unaccurate, or do not come up to the point; as 
might eaſily be ſhewn, were it proper to take up 
the reader's time in ſuch a digreſſion. Some of 
his other conſiderations, to ſupport his figurative 
ſenſe of the word perſon, may be juſt taken no- 
tice of. He ſays, * © the common explication of 
« the doctrine, which has been eſteem'd moſt 
& orthodox among the proteſtant churches, has 
ſuppoſed the diſtinctions of the ſacred Three, 
not to ariſe to the compleat, proper, and lite- 
ral idea of perſon among men.” This is very 
true; but what he adds, s “ that therefore it can 


K & 


8 
. 
0 


* 


3 
cc 


6 Page 8 77 . 1% © p. 188, 189. 
* þ. 190, &c. f. 192, f Ibid, bp. 193. 


5 „ be 


of the TRINITY vindicated. 37 


© he but a figurative metaphorical perſonali- 
© ty, that they allow,” is a miſtaken inference, 


or elſe a preſumptuous ſuppoſition, that no other 
notion of perſonality, than our author's; can be 
oo. 

By what our author next h advances, it appears, 


that he only allows a ſeparate perſon, ſuch as we 


find among men, to be a literal and proper per- 
ſon, and admits no medium between that and a fi- 


gurative perſon; which indeed is no perſon, but 
only ſomething repreſented as a perſon. But all 


this is only ſuppoſing What he ought to have 


proved; and it ſhews the author's great value for 


himſelf, that he ſhould fancy a begging of his 


queſtion to be a proof of his ſcheme. At laſt, 


with a ſeeming diſtruſt of the lameneſs of his proofs, 
he adds, i that if there be any expreſſions in 
„ Scripture, either relating to the eternal di- 

« vine Word, or the holy Spirit, which cannot 
© be interpreted of a particular power of the Di- 


« yine Nature, repreſented in ſuch a figurative 


< perſonality, he would then enquire whether it 


might not be interpreted of the Divine Nature 
« itſelf, exerting that particular power.” And 
in this ſenſe, he lays, “ the perſonality will appear 


| © more complete and literal,” which, I contels, I 
cannot ſee; for if God's exerting any power, 


or, which is all one, putting any faculty or at- 


tribute into act, ſhould give it any thing like a 
complete and literal perſonality, there appears to 
me to be no reaſon why we may not make as 


many divine perſons as there arc attributes in 
bog. Ei bo 


I ſhall now point at ſome expreſſions relating 
to the perſonality of the Son. He ſays, * © the 


* Page 194, 195. .. 7 ES 
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eternal Logos can hardly be called a perſon, in 
ce the common and literal ſenſe of the term, as a 
<« di{tinct man or Angel, but only in figurative 
© mctaphorical {pecch.” And, | © that there is 
another ſenſe, in which the Logos may be cal- 


« led a fon, as well as a perſon, by a figure of 


« ſpecch; in that in the Eaſtern and Scriptural 
% idioms, any thing that has a logical or phyſical 


fort of dependance, is ſometimes called a fon 


and daughter.” Our author did well to doubt, 


whether the Scripture calls Chriſt the Son of 
God in this ſenſc; for this would bring the ſon- 
ſhip and perſonality of Chriſt low indeed. If any 
perſonal characters elſe are aſcribed to Chriſt in 
_ Scripture, that are too ſtrong and literal to be 


{olvcd of ſuch a figurative perſonality, he thinks, 


u his aſſumption of the human nature ſtrengthens _ 
the perſonal characters; ſo that he allows no real 


perſonality of the Divine Word, but thinks the 
g of God-man may have proper and 

litcral perſonality. „ 
come now to repreſent our author's ſentiments 
concerning the Spirit's perſonality, which he de- 
mies in a very ſtrong manner. He obſerves, C that 
* one of the moſt remarkable and important texts, 
«© wherein the holy Spirit is repreſented as a per- 
«* {on diſtinct from the Father and Son, is in Fob? 


Xvi. 13, 14. When the Spirit of truth is come, hoe 
deiii guide you into all truth; for he ſhall not ſpeak. 
of himſelf, but whatſoever he fhall hear, that ſhall 


hs ſpeak, and he will ſhew you things to come: be 
al glorify me, for he ſpall receive of mine, and 


eco is to you. In order to evade the force of 


this Scripture, which ſtands in ſuch a glaring 
contradiction to his ſcheme, he has the following 


Page CF. 3 195. | "ff 166. q 
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aſtoniſhing words: o This bleſſed Spirit, or the 


« divine efficient power, was to reſide in the 


church, as the deputy or reſident of the Father 


« and Son. Upon thele accounts it ſcem'd pro- 


per to our Saviour, who is the Divine Witdom 
e incarnate, to deſcribe this Divine Power by a 
« ſtrong proſopopeia, and a noble allegory, as a 
« meſſenger ſent from God on this glorious de- 


« ſign.” He repreſents it as P © very hard to 


_« reconcile ſtrict and proper Divinity with three 


« {tri&t and proper perſonalitics, in the Godhead 


c jtſelf, in a fair conſiſtence with reaſon and 
„ Scripture; therefore it ſeems to him molt a- 

grecable to the Word of God, that we ſhould 
| © explain the perſonality of the Spirit in a figura- 
« tive ſenſe, that we may better maintain his 
proper cternal Deity, and his unity with the 
% Father.” And he 4 boldly aſſerts, “ that the 


« proper, diſtinct, and real character of the Spi- 
& rit, is that of a Divine Power, and that tis 


only perſonaliz'd by idioms of fpeech. 


1 might have added a great many more paſſages 
to the {fame purpoſe with the foregoing, but I 
think it needleſs. I ſhall now give, in his own 


| words, a compendious view of his whole {ſcheme : 
I thall ſum it up in twelve articles, and a Creed, 
fuller of hard words, and obſcure ideas, I defy a- 
ny one to draw from the {choolmen, whom 


Mr. Fatts deſpiſes, for their confuſed notions. 
I. The one God is properly but one perſon 7 5 


)) 2-66.35 60156, 4 p. 151. TER 
N. B. I don't remember to have found this aſſertion, in 
ſo many words, in our author; but we muſt neceſſarily ſup- 
poſe it to be the foundation he all along goes upon. | 
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II. The complete Divine Nature, or the infi- 
nite Spirit, includes in it two Divine Powers, the 
Word and the Spirit]. 5 

III. The Father s properly called a perſon, 
an intelligent voluntary agent, with little or no 
alteration of the common ſenſe of the word in 
human language. 3 

IV. The Word and Spirit, tho' they are di- 
vine properties, virtues, powers, and facultics, 


yet they are not merely divine attributes u. 


V. When the Word and Spirit, which are real- 
ly but diſtinct powers of the Father, are called 
perſons, the term perſon is uſed in a figurative 
mctaphorical ſenſe v. — | Oy 
VI. The Word is a cognoſcitive, or an intelli- 
gent volitive power, or a divine power or faculty 


of knowing and contriving all things; and in- 


cludes knowledge and volition. _ 
VII. The holy Spirit is an active, or an intel- 

ligent effective power, or an executive power 01 
faculty, which wills and effects all things, and 
includes the divine power of efficience /. | 
VIII. The Word cannot be called a perſon in 


a literal ſenſe, but only in figurative ſpeech; and 


it Chriſt be repreſented as a proper perſon, it is 


only as God-man x. 


IX. The holy Spirit is a Divine Power, and is 


only perſonaliz d by idioms of ſpeech . 


X. Strict and proper Deity is ſcarce to be re- 
conciPd with three ſtrict and proper perſonali- 


ties, in fair conſiſtence with reaſon and Scrip- 
% -ꝶ. „ 


y p. 187. by p. 218, 219, 223. | Ip. 218, 219, 223. 
P. 64, 195. p. 151. p. 175. | | 


Nr 
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XI. If Deity, and three perſonalities be ex- 


Plain'd in a litcral fenſe, it endangers running in- 
to Tritheiſme. Oi, . 9 
XII. The ideas of the Divine Powers (the 
Word and Spirit) are often intermingled in Scrip- 


ture. Sometimes the properties of the Word ma 

be attributed to the Spirit, and thoſe of the Spi- 
rit to the Word; for they are both the inſepara- 
ble powers of an intelligent, almighty Being, and 
have an incomprehenſible union and communion 
with each other. 5 


Thus I have endeavour'd to trace the mazes 


and labyrinths of our author's obſcure ſcheme; 

and I am forry I am forc'd to ſay, that it appears 
to me aprecarious and a dangerous fiction: all 
that I can make of it is, that he entirely reduces 
the Son and holy Ghoſt to nothing, if he does 


not make them the Father himſelf; which indeed 
ſeems to me to be the certain and unavoidable 


conſequence of his ſcheme. He is unwilling to 
think, that he makes the Word and Spirit merely 
two attributes; but what he calls powers, are no 


other than attributes put into efficience, as I have 
more than once obſerved: nay, in one place e, he 
calls them divine properties. He, in contradic- 
tion to himſelf, ſometimes uſes expreſſions (as I 


may more diſtin&ly take notice hereafter) that 


ſeem to aſſert a real perſonality; but his main end | 
and aim is, to ſubvert the real perſonality of the 
Son and Spirit, and to ſubſtitute a figurative per- 


ſonality in the room of it. I can make no other 
of his Trinity, but God the Father, and his two 


utributes, or properties of wiſdom and power, 
Page 1 94. 4 p. 223. | © ..20F, 
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and what ſuch a Trinity is more than the Sabel- 
lian Trinity, of God under three names, or the 
mad Muggletonians Trinity, of God acting under 
three adminiſtrations or diſpenſations, I contels I 
am not able to apprehend f. This is not loading 
Mr. Watts with invidious conſequences, but is 
the real and naked truth: if not, if he will fairly 
make it out that I have miſrepreſented him, I 
will frankly own my miſtake, and ſhall beg par- 
don of him, and of the world, with a great deal 
more pleaſure than I have made theſe remarks: 
But, I muſt own, I look upon it impoſſible for 
him to fay I have wrong'd him. As I take his 
ſcheme to be contrary to Scripture, I ſhall endea- 
vour to ſhew its inconſiſtency with the word of 
5 God; which is the principal thing I defign'd 
bd in thele papers, and which I ſhall proceed to in 
? the following chert 


I cannot but take notice, that Mr. Watts, in one place, en- 
tirely falls in with the pretence of theſe Enthuſiaſts: for in 
explaining 1 oh. v. 7, he ſays, There may be ſome ſpecia! 

© congruity in repreſenting Father, Word, and Spirit, as three 
« perſons, in that place, becauſe they ſucceed each other, and 
« are chiefly witneſs'd in different ſucceſſive conomies or ad- 
< miniſtrations, p. 173, 174. : 
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| C HAP. IV. 
The proper and real Perſonality of the Son 
e 


SUPPOSE none, after having 
read what I have ſaid in the begin- 
ning of this work, will expect from 

me a deſcription of the word per- 
ſon, when applied to the Son and 
Spirit, that may convey clear ideas 


of it; 1 look upon ſuch a thing to be urterly im- 
poſlible for any finite underſtanding. As for a 


general definition of a perſon, I ſee no cauſe to re- 
ject that of the learned Dr. Waterland: 8 © a 


e ſingle perſon is an intelligent agent, having the 


« diſtinctive characters, of I, Thou, He, and not di- 


©« vided or diſtinguiſhed into more intelligent 


« agents, capable of the ſame characters.” The 
Scripture ſpeaks of the Father, Son, and Spirit, 


in this language of perſonality ; and as we know 
there can be but one God, we, at the fame time, 
know the divine perſons are not ſeparate, or di- 


vided perſons; therefore, as the ſame author ob- 

ſerves, b “ the divine perſons being undivided, 

and not having any ſeparate exiſtence, indepen- 
Second Defence, p. 366. » Ibid. p. 367. 
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dent on cach other, they cannot be look'd up- 


© on as ſubſtances, but as one ſubſtance diſtin- 
guiſhed into ſeveral ſuppoſita, or intelligent a- 
gents: i they are not perſons in a different ſenſe 
of the word perſon, they are perſons in the 
common ſenſe of the word perſon; but perſons 
of a different kind, and differently circumſtan- 
tiated from what human, or angelical, or any 
* other kinds of perſons are.” I ice no reaſon 


cc 
cc 
cc 


we have, to enquire farther into the meaning of 


the word perſon, when applied to the divine 
perſons. Father, Son, and Spirit, in their per- 


ſonal characters, are three intelligent agents; tho 


as they are united in ſubſtance, they cannot be 
called three ſeparate perſons, or three ſeparate 


The pains of the defenders of the true Scripture 


doctrine of the Trinity have been chiefly em- 
ploy'd of late, in proof of the true Deity of the 


Son and Spirit, and their unity with the Father, 
in nature, againſt thoſe who make the three di- 
vine perſons three ſubſtances, one ſupreme God, 


and two dignified creatures. The perſonality of 
the Son and Spirit has ſuch ſtrong Scripture evi- 


dence on its fide, that notwithſtanding now and 


then it has been denied, yet it is, by moſt of the 


diſputers of this world, reckon'd caſter, on 1 
Scripture foot, to deny the Son and Spirit to be 


really divine, than to rob them of a true perſona- 
lity. For my own part, I cannot but think thc 


Scripture proofs for their true divinity, and real 


perſonality, are equally ſtrong, and as full as they 
poſſibly can bee. 5 


In engaging Mr. atis, I muſt enter on a new 
fort of argument; and I cannot but think my 


' hid. p. 368, 369. : 
| | province 
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province as difficult, as it would be, to prove that 
the ſun ever ſhines, to a perſon who would ſtifly 
deny it. Often things that are moſt evident, are 
hardeſt to be proved, in a formal way, becauſe 
We are at a of to think of mediums, to prove 
what we count ſelf-evident, or to find out excep- 
tions to anſwer. This I take to be my preſent 
caſe. Mr. Watts has not, as far as J can find, 
gone into any direct proof, that the Son and Spi- 

rit are nothing elſe than divine powers: he has 
only repeated over and over his fancies and ſur- 
miſes that they are ſo, and that they muſt be ſo, 
or elſe the ſacred Three muſt be ſeparate perſons. 
He has endeavour'd to evade the force of ſome 
Scriptures, which he could not but think would 
be brought againſt him; but his own hypotheſis 
he has thought fit to propoſe naked to us, and 


do leave it without the leaſt ſhadow of proof, nay, 


| Ocripture. 


without ſo much as an attempt to ſupport it from 


I believe, I might ſafely have left the account 
1 have given of Mr. Wartss ſcheme, with every 
jucdicious reader; for J am apt to think, the re- 
preſenting ſuch a ſcheme in its true light, is all the 
cConfutation it needs, with thoſe who have barel 
read their Bibles. But leſt any ſhould be drawn 
aſide by what he has advanced, and leſt he ſhould 


complain of this way of proceeding, as only x 


| battering down his ſcheme, without building u 
any other, I ſhall proceed to the Scripture proots 

of three real divine perſons, and ſhall afterwards 
conſider the ſeparate evidence for the real perſo- 

nality of the Son and Spirit. : 


Page 177. 
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SECT. I. 


7 he Scripture Proofs of three real divine 
perſons. 


Shall not be afraid to begin my pr oofs of a plu- 4 

rality of divine perſons, from thoſe words in Cn. 
1.26. Let us make man in our image, after our like- 
neſs. Here the grammatical ſenſe implics, that one 
perſon is brought in conſulting with another, or 
more, and inviting him, or them, to join with him- 
{elf, in the formation of man; and in this ſenſe 
Philo partly underſtands the words, for he ſays, the 
words let us make ſignify plurality, and import 


the taking in of others as tellow-helpers. Indeed 
the fame ® author ſuppoſes God here to ſpeak to 


his powers, which I do not queſtion but Mr. Watts 
will bepleas'd with, having urged n a man's ſpeak- 
ing to his own mind, as a conſideration to ſup- 


port a figurative perſonality in God: but I believe 
it will be impoſſible for him, to bring any exam- 
ple throughout the whole Scripture, where God 


is brought in ſpeaking to his two powers as to 
perſons. Others ſuppoſe, God is here {peaking 


to the Angels; but this is an odd conceit, for 


tho” the Angels {ung together, and the morning 
ſtars ſhouted for joy, when God brought order 
out of confuſion, and raiſed the beautiful fabric 
of this world out of a chaos; yet they could con- 
tribute nothing towards creation, and ſo were nor 


He G1% TS Foinr woe tnPanpirg, Philo de profugis, p 
21 
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flit to be conſulted in ſo important a matter. The 
words themſelves lead us to think, that God the 
Father conſulted with ſome perſon, or perſons, e- 
qual to himſelf; which can be none bur the Son 
and Spirit, or both of them. It has indeed been 
pretended, that God ſpeaks in the dialect of kings 
but this conſtruction will not do, for the Eaſtern 
Princes molt commonly ſpoke in the ſingular num- 
ber; but if it would, it will not ſerve for ano- 
ther place, Gen. iii. 22. The Lord God ſaid, Behold 
the man is become as one of us, knowing good and 
evil. It would be nonſenſe for any angie perſon 
to uſe ſuch a form of ſpeech as this. Upon the 

whole, I ſee no. reaſon to deſert the old interpreta- 
tion of theſe texts, that one perſon in the Godhead 
1s brought in ſpeaking to another divine perſon, 
or to two others. They who are ſpoke to, are 
addreſs'd in the ſtrongeſt language of perſonality ; 
and J am apt to imagine, it will not found ſo well, 
if we ſay, God faid to his own eflential wiſdom 
| and power, — The man is become like one of us; 
| asif wc allow the Father to ſpeak ſo to his Son 
and Spirit, on the ſuppoſition of their being di- 
{tin&t perſons. The ſame argument will hold good 
from Gen. xi. 67. The Lord ſaid, — Come, let us go 
down and confound their language. And to add no 
more, we have a plain diverſity of perſons men- 
tioned, Ger. xix. 24. Jehovah rained brimſione and 
fire from the Lord out of heaven. 


1 paſſages I have produced make it evident, 
that there are real divine perſons who conſult to- 
gether; but they do not tell us expreſly who they 


| 1 © Odxg, einwy, ws $66 15 1 WY, Kees 0p. rd c GUIOITWY, 
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are; for this we muſt have recourſe to the new 
Teſtament, which manifeſts them to us under the 
names of Father, Son, and holy Ghoſt, and ſpeaks 


of them as we do of perſons; as appears from 
the hiſtory of the baptiſm of Chriſt : Luke iii. 21, 
22. Jeſus being baptized, and praying, the heavens 
dere opened, and the holy Spirit deſcended in à bo- 


dily ſhape, like a dove, upon him, and a voice came 
from heaven which ſaid, Thou art my beloved Son, 
in thee I am well pleaſed. This paſſage, of old, 
gave occaſion to a common ſaying, Go Arian to 
Jordan, and there you. will fee a Trinity. It is a 


more direct proof of three divine perſons; for 


here the Son is mentioned, the Father is in that 
relative term implied, and the Spirit is repreſented 

The Spirit could not 
mean any property of God, for the properties of 


| God are never deſcribed in Scripture, as taking 


viſible ſhapes, and deſcending on any one. The 
diſtinction of three perſons appears from their 
various actions: the Father ſpoke, and was heard, 


but not ſeen; the Spirit deſcended in a bodily 


ſhape, but was not heard; and the Son was bap- 


11zed, and pray'd on the banks of Jordan, in the 


view of the ſpectators. The language would be 


full of Catechreſes, if it exprels'd the Father's tel- 


ling his intelligent volitive power, cloath'd with 


our nature, that it was his beloved Son, in whom 
he was well pleaſed, and his ſending his intelligent 


effective power to reſt upon it. 


The 


P Noviſome mandans, ut tingerent in Patrem, Filium, & Siri 
tum ſanctum, non in unum, nam nec ſemel, ſed ter, in ſingula no- 


mina, in perſonas ſingulas tingimur. Tertullian contra Praxeam, 


Cap. 26. : 5 
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The inſtitution of Baptiſm has been p always 
reckon'd a full declaration of three divine perſons, as 
well as a tacit aſſertion of their unity in the ſame 


_ Godhead, Mat. xxviii. 19. Go you therefore, and 
teach all nations, baptizing them in the name of the 
Father, and of the Son, and of the holy Ghoſt. From 
hence it may be gather'd, that the prime deſign of 


the Goſpel revelation was, to call off the nations 


from the belief of numerous deities, to believing 


in three divine perſons, whom yet they could not 
look upon as three gods, becauſe the unity of God 


Was as ſtrongly inſiſted on, in the preaching of the 


Apoſtles, as the Trinity of Perſons; and at the 


| fame time that they declared it to be neceſſary 
for thoſe they preach'd to, to believe in Father, 
Son, and Spirit, they urg'd upon them the neceſ- 


ſity of forſaking idols, and cleaving to the one 


living and true God. It is gencrally now agreed 


4 among the learned, that it was the cuſtom 


of the Jews to initiate proſelytes into their religi- 
on by Baptiſm: proſelytes were baptized into the 
| profeſſion of the one God, in oppoſition to idols. 
I his cuſtom of the Jews our Lord was pleaſed to 


adapt to the Goſpel ſervice; and when he appoint- 


ed Baptiſm to be adminiſtred, with the ſolemn in- 
vocation of the name of Father, Son, and Spirit, 


can it be thought, he only added a pompous form 


of words to the Jewiſh Baptiſm? The Fews bap- 


tized their proſelytes in the name of the one God; 
and if he deſign'd that his followers ſhould be 
baptized in the name of the one God, and his two 


e.lſliential powers, I can ſee no need to give out fo ſo- 
lemna form. In my apprehenſion, it would have 
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made Chriſtianity a very obſcure religion, if when 
converts had been baptized into the name of the 


Father, and of the Son, and of the holy Ghoſt, 
they muſt have bcen told, that in order to have 


clcar ideas of that religion they protels'd, they mult 


not conceive of the Þ ather, Son, and Spirit, as 


three real perſons, but mult conceive of them as 
one proper divine perſon, with his two eſſential 
powers, the intelligent volitive power, and the in- 


telligent effective power. It is not in the leaſt 


probable, that Chriſt's deſign in inſtituting Bap- 
tiſm was, that we ſhould be baptized into the name 
of one divine perſon, and two divine powers 
for this confounds, and docs not clear our ideas 


of this ſolemn piece of religious ſervice. But our 


author makes the Son, as to his human nature, a 


rcal perſon; ſo that he makes Baptiſm to be in the 


name of two real perſons; and why the third that 


is named ſhould not be ſo, no good reaſon is or can 


be given by him. It is a very crude ſuppoſition, that 
we are baptizcd in the name of one proper, real, 
divine perſon, one real created perſon, and one 


divine power perſonaliz d by idioms of Ipeech. 


Nay, it is moſt irrational and ridiculous to afſert”, 
that our faith, worſhip, and obedience ſhould be 


directed, and intended to ſuch a Triad, God, a 


creature, and a divine power. 


Another thing that proves the Father, Son, and 
Spie to be three real perſons, 1 is the way 7 of ſpeak- 


: In pin we own Father, Son, and holy Gboſt, and ate Ss 


| ſacredly initiated, conſecrated, or dedicated to the ſervice and 


wot ſhip of Father, Son, and holy Ghoſt: and to conceive that 
any one that is not God, as the Father is, that is not a perſon, 
as he is, and the Son likewiſe is join'd with them; and for 
the end, and in the manner mentioned, without the leaſt note 
of difference, as to Deity, or perſonality, is a ſtrange fondneſs, 


_ deſtructive of all religion, and leading the minds of men to- 
wards Polytheiſm. Dr, Owen of the Spirit, p. 510, 
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ing Chriſt uſes, when he promiſes the miſſion of 


the Spirit as a comforter : John xv. 26, 27. When 
the Comforter is come, whom I vill ſend to you 


from the Father, even the Spirit of truth, which 


proceeds from the Father, be ſhall teſtify of me; 
and you alſo ſhall teſtify, becauſe you have been with 


me from the beginning. I do not think it's poſſi- 


ble tor words to expreſs a real perſonality more 
ſtrongly than theſe do. Sending is truly a perſo- 
nal action; it would be great impropriety of ſpeech 


to ſay, one property, or power of God, was to 


ſend another property, or power, to teſtify of it: 


and it would be monſtrous to affirm, that a cre- 
ated perſon could ſend a divine power in his 


name. Beſides, the work of the Spirit is ſpoke 


of as the work of a perſon; he was to teſtify of 

Chriſt, which certainly is as much a perſonal ac- _ 
tion as that of the Apoſtles, who, when they were 
inſtructed by the Comforter, were to teſtify of 


Chriſt. In ſhort, ſending and teſtifying are the 


works of real perſons, and not of propertics or 


powers. According to our author's interpretati- 


on, the ſenſe of the words is this, when God's 
intelligent effective power is come, which I his 


intelligent volitive power will ſend from the Fa- 


ther ſ, who conſider'd as exhibiting the prime 


phyſical idea of Godhead, and ſuſtaining the mo- 


ral idea or dignity of it, may be conceived as the 
original of the two divine powers, and conſc- 
quently to have the original right and power of 
ſending the Spirit, he, the active power, fhall te- 
ſtify of me, the cognoſcitive power. This is the 


author's interpretation, expreſs'd in the terms 
which he thinks conveigh the cleareſt and bright- 
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eſt ideas to us; tho' I can't help thinking, it 
makes but a whimſical figure. If this is not dark- 
ening counſel with words without knowledge, I 
ſhall never be able to know what is. 
Of the ſame nature with the foregoing paſſage, 
is that in the next chapter: hen the Spirit of truth 


is come, he will guide you into all truth, for he ſhall 


not ſpeak of himſelf, but whatſoever he ſhall hear, 
that ſhall he ſpeak, and he will ſhew you things to 
come: he ſhall glorify me, for he ſhall receive of 
mine, and fhew it you, John xvi. 13, 14. Here it 


is imply'd, that Chriſt was to commit to the Spi- 
rit the guidance of his diſciples into all truth. 
This is a perſonal action; for how can one pow- - 


er of the ſame perſon, commit the care of an 


perſons to another power? The perſonality of the 
Spirit is here expreſs'd very ſtrongly: he was to 


come, he was to guide into all truth, he was not 


to ſpeak of himſelf; he was to hear, and what he 
was to hear he was to ſpeak; he was to ſhew _ 
things to come, he was to glorify Chriſt, for he 
was to receive of his, and ſhew it to his followers. 


To omit inſiſting on the impropriety of repre- 


ſenting all this, as ſaid of a power of God, it 


ought to be remarked, that Chriſt here promiſes 
his people ſomething new, above what they, or 
any of the true believers before them, had been 


bleſſed with: now, how God could have been 
with his people without his efficient power, is 
hard to conceive. Our Lord revives his diſciples, 
who were forrowful at the thoughts of parting _ 
with him, with the promiſe that the perſon of the 


_ Spirit ſhould make a more plentiful effuſion of 
his gifts on them, than ever he had yet done. 
Mr. Hatts ſayst, that as the Father did not de- 


age 167, 


ſign 


of the TRINITY vindicated. 53 
ſign now, under the Goſpel, to manifeſt his will 
by Angels, and was about to recal the perſon of 
his Son from this lower world; and as the Spirit, 

or the divine efficient power was to reſide in the 
church as the deputy, and prime miniſter of the 
Father and Son, it “ ſeem'd proper to our Savi- 
„ our (who is the divine wiſdom incarnate) to 
“ deſcribe this divine power by a ſtrong pro- 
wy © {opopceia, 


v Socinus makes the holy Ghoſt to be deſcribed by a proſopo- 
peia; but he explains it in a different wax. N 
Credo me ſatis oſtendiſſe, Spirit um ſanctum non eſſe perſonam, non 
magis quam aliæ vel proprietates, vel effeta Dei ſunt perſons, cum 
nib fit aliud quam peculiaris quædam virtus & efficacia Dei, que 
fs ut ipſius Dei proprietas © vis per quam agit conſuderatur, © acci- 
pitur, figure metonymia © proſopopœia accommodatiſſimus eſt locus; 
metommiæ quidem, ſi Spiritus ſancti nomine ipſe Deus, cujus eſt 
Spiritus, quique per eum agit, ſigniſicatur. Proſopopœiæ vero, ut 
quando Deus per Spiritum ſanctum agit, ipſi Spiritui ſancto Dei actio 
tribuatur, ſm autem hæc virtus © efficacia Dei conſideretur & ac- 
ripitur ut res in quibus agit ab ipſa afficiuntur, utrique iſti figure 
ſemiliter aptiſſimus eſt locus: quandoquidem per metonymiam, is qui 
a Spirit ſancto aliquo modo affetus quidpiam agit, quatenus id agit, 
Spiritus ſanctus, ſeu Spiritus Dei, metonymice dici poteſi. Fam 
per proſopopœiam ipſi Spiritui ſanito actionem tribui, que ipſius Spiritus 
obe ab homine fiat, adeo eſt proclive, ut nihil magis. Socinus contra 
Wickum, Cap. 1a. %% pres 0 „„ 
lt may not be amiſs to put down a remarkable paſſage or 
two of that admirable writer Dr. Owen, whom Mr. Watts has 
the honour to ſucceed in the ſame church, relating to the figu- 
rative perſonality of the holy Spirit, which I have met with 
lince theſe papers were drawn up. . 
The Socinians and Quakers tell us, that what the holy Scrip- 
ture ſpeaks concerning the holy Spirit, is indeed true, but that, 
in and by all the expreſſions which it uſeth concerning him, it 
intendeth no ſuch perſon, as it ſeems to do, but an accident, a 
quality, an effect, or influence of the power of God, which 
figuratively does all the things mentioned; namely, that has 
a will figuratively, and underſtands figuratively, diſcerns and 
judges figuratively, is ſin'd againſt figuratively, and ſo of all 
that is ſaid of him. Can any man that is not forſaken of al! 
natural reaſon, as well as ſpiritual light, chooſe now but deter- 
mine, that either the Scripture deligns to draw him into er- 
1 1 . „ "os 
Ll 
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% ſopopœia, and a noble allegory, as a meſſenger 
“ ſent forth from God, for this glorious deſign.” 
Thus by a bold fiction of his own, he makes our 
Lord to ſpeak darkly, when it was his deſign to 
ſpeak clearly. Chriſt had now done inſtructing 
his diſciples in a myſterious allegorical way, and 
thought proper to give them a clearer account of « 
what work lay before him, and what bleſſings he 
was to procure for them than he had hitherto done : 
and can we ſuppoſe he would deſcribe the Spi- 
rit under an allegory, or a proſopopœia? Mult the 
divine perſon, who was to ſupply the want of his 
bodily preſence, be only deſcribed by a bold figure 
of ſpeech? Certainly theſe things ought better to 

be conſider'd. Our author will not find this ſtrong 
way of perfonalizing, any where uſed in the new 
Teſtament ; which as it was deſign'd for the uſe. 
of all nations, was not proper to be wrote only 
according to the taſte of thoſe in the Eaſt. But 
Jam afraid I uſe too many words, to confute a 
mere invention, that is framed to ſupport a pre- 
carious hypotheſis, which is not gather'd from 
Scripture, but minted by our author, to give 
us clear ideas of what Scripture has not ex- 


plained. 


rors and miſtakes, about the principal concernments of his ſoul, 
and ſo ruin him eternally, or that theſe perſons, who would 
impoſe ſuch a ſenſe upon him, are corrupt ſeducers, that ſeek 
to overthrow his faith and comfort? Such will they at laſt ap- 
pear to be. Dr. Owen of the holy Spirit, p 49, 10 
I Ir's a confident ſwelling above all bounds of modeſty, to ſup- 
poſe, that becauſe one or other of theſe things are, or may be, 
metaphorically, or metalyptical!y applied to this or that thing, 
which are not perſons, when the figurativeneſs of that aſcrip- 
tion is plain and open, that therefore they are all of them, in 
uke manner, ſo aſcribed to the holy Ghoſt, in that diſcourſe 
of our Saviour to his diſciples. Dr. Owen, ibid, p. 63. 


Our 
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Our author tells us , by way of excuſe, © that 
cc every interpreter of this Scripture, that pre- 
ce ſerves the doctrine of the Spirit's Deity, is con- 
ce {train'd to near as figurative a ſenſe as his, 
which I confeſs I do not underſtand ; for how the 
making two perſons, equal in nature, to act one 
in ſubordination to the other, by mutual conſent, 
is introducing any thing figurative or metaphori- 
cal, I thould be glad he had ſhewed, as well as 
* how none but the Arians can keep preciſely 
to the letter of the text here. In all this I donor 
take in his meaning, and therefore can {ay nothing 
to: what he has nne... 
Another Scripture which I ſhall bring, to prove 
the real perſonality of the three divine perſons, 
is the following famous paſſage: There are three 
that bear witneſs in heaven, the Father, the Word, 
and holy Spirit, and theſe three are one, 1 Joh. v. 7. 
What Mr. Matis) thinks to be a ſpecial congru- 
ity in repreſenting the ſacred Three, as three per- 
ſons, viz. that they ſucceeded each other, and 
witneſs'd in different adminiſtrations, I think, 
proves them to be real perſons; otherwiſe, we 
mult ſay, the Father, a proper divine perſon, un- 
der the old Teſtament, bore witneſs to the Goſ- 
pel by prophecy, the Father's effential wiſdom 
bore watvels, by its own miniſtrations, in its in- 
carnate ſtate, and the Father's efficient power bore 
witneſs, after Chriſt's aſcenſion, by its extraordi- 
| nary and divine operations. This makes the three 
diſtinct witneſſes to be one witneſs: it is indeed 
ſaid, that they are one; but becauſe the three 
divine perſons who witneſs are one God, it does 
not follow, that theſe three witneſſes are not three 


Page 168, P. 169. Y þ. 174. 
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witneſſes, but one witneſs; God witnefling firſt 


in his own perſon, and then not in his own per- 


ſon, but by his two powers of wiſdom and effici- 
ence. 5 EA 
I am ſenſible it may be objected, that in the 


next verſe the Spirit, the water, and the blood 
are repreſented as three perſons; as theſe are figu- 


rative, it may be ſaid, why may not two of the 
witneſſes in heaven be figurative perſons? Here I 
would have it remark'd, that I do not deny that 
things which are not real perſons, may be perſo- 
naliz d; but then there are ſuch things elſewhere, 


in Scripture, ſaid of the Son and Spirit, as prove 


them to be perſons, as much as the Father; 


therefore, when they are joined with the Father, 
and repreſented with him performing perſonal ac- 
tions, I think, if he be allow'd to be a proper 
perſon, it follows they likewiſe mult be fo. The 
eighth verſe is far from being plain and clear; 
and ſuch various interpretations have been given 


of it, that no one would interpret ſo plain a text 
as the ſeventh verſe by it. The three witneſſes on 


earth ſeem all to be figurative perſons ; and if the 


figurative perſonality alcrib'd to them, proves the 


_ perſonality aſcribed to two of the three that bear 


witnels in heaven, to be figurative, it proves the 


fame of the other witneſſes, and ſo excludes the 
Father, as well as the Word and Spirit, from be- 
ing a real perſon, which I ſuppoſe Mr. Watts is 


not willing to do. 


It appears that there is not the ſame reaſon to 


affix a figurative perſonality to the heavenly wit- 
iſſes, as to the earthly, from this conſideration, 
that two, at leaſt, of the earthly witneſſes (and 


probably all three) are repreſented as things to 


which real perſonality does not belong; but, in 
this place, nothing is ſaid of the heavenly witnel- 


* 8855 {cs, ; 
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ics, that contradicts a real perſonality; and in o- 
ther places, things are ſaid of all three that evi- 
dently prove it. There is no difference of lan- 
guage as to the Father, Word, and Spirit in this 
text, and conſequently there is no reaſon to al- 
low a real perſonality to the firſt of the three, and 
only a figurative perſonality to the other two. 
As a figurative perſonality of all the three carthly 
witneſles ſeems to be proved, from the water and 
the blood being not real perſons, and not able to 
perform perſonal acts, fo a real perſonality of all 
the three heavenly witneſſes ſeems evident, from 
the Father's being a real perſon, who performs 
„ oo eyes 
It is allow'd by our author, * “ that the Father 
is properly called a perſon, an intelligent vo- 
« luntary agent, with very little or no alteration 
of the common ſenſe of the word in human 

&« language.” I ſhould have been glad, he had 


given us a little light into his way of proving _ 


from Scripture the Father's real perſonality. Ir is 
a very ſtrong and convincing evidence of the Fa- 
ther's real perſonality, that the Scripture repre- 
ſents him as a perſon, and aſcribes perſonal acts to 
him; bur if any one ſhould take it into his head 
to deny, that the Father is a real perſon, and 
ſhould only allow him a figurative perſonality, 1 
cannot fee how he can be confuted, upon Mr. 
Iaits's hypotheſis : for as the Son and Spirit are 
not real, but figurative perſons, according to him, 
notwithſtanding they are repreſented under perſo- 
nal characters, I know not how the Father's hay- 
ing perſonal actions aſcribed to him, can prove 
him to be a real perſon, any more than the others. 


Page 187. 
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A fertil invention may furniſh a man with a me- 
thod of explaining away the Father's perſonality. 
It might be pretended that he is the intelligent, 
directive power of God; and there is the ſame 
foundation for ſay ing ſo, as there is for ſaying the 
Son is the intelligent volitive power, or the Spi- 
rit the intelligent effective power; for all this way 
of talking is from fancy and imagination, and no- 
thing elſe. If any one could be ſo whimſical as 
to ſay the Father is the directive power of God, 
and is only perſonaliz'd by idioms of ſpeech, I 
_ confeſs, I am utterly at a loſs to think, how our 
author could confute him, ina way conſiſtent with 
his own principles. To ſay the Father is a proper 
perſon, and the Son and Spirit are his two pow- 
ers, is only taking for granted what ſhould be 
, OT 
As I] think the perſonal actions aſcribed to the 
Father in Scripture, fully prove him to be a real 
perſon; ſo when the Son and Spirit are joined 
with him, under perſonal characters, the natural 
inference is, that they are perſons as much as he 
is. Neither can this inference be overturned, till 
it can be proved, that the Scripture has given us 
any caution againſt taking the perſonal characters 
it every where aſcribes to the Son and Spirit, in 
the ſame ſenſe with thoſe it aſcribes to the Fa- 
ther. We have the ſame Scripture proofs of the 
perſonality of the Son and Spirit, that we have 
of the perſonality of the Father: we muſt there- 
fore allow them all to be real perſons, or deny 
them all to be ſuch. All perſonal properties, ad- 
jurcts, acts, and operations are aſcribed, and do 
belong to each of the ſacred Three: and why they 
mult be taken figuratively when applied to the 
Son and Spirit, any more than when applied to 
the Father, no reaſon can be given, but ſtrong 


pre- 
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prepoſſeſſion and prejudice. It does not belong 
to us to ſay what may be, in things of this high 
nature: modeſty in ſuch matters becomes weak 
mortals, and curioſity will only leave them that 
give way to it under great diſappointments. 

If a figurative perſonality be only allow'd to the 
Word and Spirit, we have only a figurative Tri— 
nity : and J can ſec no reaſon why two powers of 
God mull be joined with the perſon of the Fa- 
ther, to make up a Trinity. Is not love apow- 
er of the Divine Nature, as well as wiſdom and 

efficience? nay, more is attributed to that, than 
the other, for God is ſaid to be love, but no where 
in Scripture to be power and efficience. If then 
any one would be to perverſe as to ſay, the three 
perſons in the Trinity are figurative perſons, love, 
wiſdom, and efficience, I ſhould be glad to know 
what Mr. Watts, conſiſtently with his own prin- 

ciples, could advance againſt him. 
Our author diſtinguiſhes between God and his 
two powers; but what conception can we have 
of God, diſtinct from, and that does not neceſ- 
tarily include theſe eſſential powers. As I have 
no notion of a human ſoul, that does not include 
in it underſtanding and will, ſo I have no idea of 
the Divine Nature, that does not include in it 
infinite wiſdom and power. 5 


Seer. II. 


The Scripture proofs of the Son's real Perſo- 
ee 


I Should now give the ſeparate evidence for 
the perſonality of Chriſt, the Son of God; 
but as Chriſt is God-man, our author thinks he 
may, in that ſenſe, be allowed to be a proper perſon, 
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and therefore if ever ſo many texts were brought 
to prove his perſonality, he would evade them 
by ſaying, & Chriſt aſſumed the human nature, 
« which will * ſolve the attribution of perſonal 
ideas to Chriſt,” But there arc ſome paſſages _ 
in Scripture, where the Son is ſpoke of under 


perſonal characters, before he could be ſuppoled 


to have taken human nature into a perſonal union 
with himſelf, Mic. vii. 2. His outgoings are of old, 
jrom the days of eternity, or everlaſting. John 1. 
1, 3. In the beginning was the Word, and the Mord 
was with God, and the Word was God: all things 
were made by him, and without him was not any 
thing made that was made. Here the Son is ſpoke | 
of as a perſon whoſe out-goings are of an eternal 
date, and as being with God, and being himſelf 
God, in the begir ning, before any creatures were 
made. He was God, and he was with God; ſo 
that he could not be the fame perſon with whom 
he was, for he is not ſaid to be in God, but with 
him. Beſides, all things are ſaid to be made by 
him, or he made all things, which is a perſonal 
Work: he was with God, and ſo a diſtinct per- 
{on before he made all things; that is, before his 
human b ſoul, tho” ſuppoſed rhe firſt of all crea- 
turcs, could be formed, and contequently perſo- 
nally united to the divine wiſdom. © 1 

When the Son appeared to Moſes in the burn- 
ing buſh, Exod. iii. he took perſonal characters as 
God, and as Jehovah: I have ſeen the affliction of 
my people, 6. 1 am come to deliver them, 8. I will 
ſend thee to Pharaoh, 19. I will bring you out of 
affiiftion, 17. If Mr. Watts here ſuppoſes the 
divine Wiſdom's being united to a ſuper-angelic 
Being, is a foundation tor theſe perſonal attributi- 
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ons, I would obſerve, that he who takes the cha- 
racter of a perſon here ſays, he is the God of A.- 
braham, Iſaac, and Jacob, and tuat his name is 
 Pehovah ; which no mere created perſon, tho' e- 
ver ſo ſuper- angelical, can ſay of himſelf. Beſides, 
the notion of our author of a ſuper- angelical Be- 
ing, united to the divine Wiſdom, is only an un- 
ſcriptural fancy and figment, as I ſhall prove here- 
after. FVV 8 

When Chriſt is deſcribed under perſonal cha- 
racters, as the Son of God, the only begotten Son, 
our author © thinks he is only Son of God, as he 
is the firſt of creatures, both for time and rank, 
with reſpect to his human ſoul: and as this glo- 
rious Being was united to the divine Wiſdom, 
Chriſt God-man may be a real perſon. Now if 
Chriſt be the Son of God properly, in his Divine 
Nature, this way of evading his perſonality as 
God, comes to nothing. No one that duly con- 
ſiders the Apoſtle's words: 20 which of the Angels 
ſaid he at any time, Thou art my Son, this day 
have 1 begotten thee, Heb.1. J. will venture to ſay, 
Chriſt is called a Son, on account of the glori- 
ous angelic Spirit, which was to him inſtead of 
an human ſoul ; becauſe the words declare Chriſt 
to be a Son on a much higher account, than any 
_ angelic, arch-angelic, or ſuper- angelic Spirit can 
be. Chriſt's human ſoul, let it be deriv'd from 
God in ever ſo unknown and tranſcendent a man- 
ner, is not derived in a way diſtinct from other 
creatures, whatever our 4 author may fancy: for 
the creation of the higheſt Arch-angel is as much 

bringing ſomething into being out of nothing, as 
the production of the et reptile. It 1s not 
therefore likely, that Chriſt is called the Son of 
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God, on the account of this arch-angelic Spirit, 
if we ſuppoſe him to have ſuch : it remains there- 
fore to be enquired whether Chriſt be the Son of 
God properly in his Divine Nature. _ 


It is not to be denied, that Chriſt is ſometimes 


in Scripture called the Son of God, on account 
ok his office as Mediator, his miraculous birth of 
the Virgin, and his bcing declared to be the Son 
of God with power, at his reſurrection from the 
dead; but his being ſtiled, in ſo emphatical a man- 


ner, the only begotten Son, ſeems to refer to a 


much higher ſonſhip. Scripture does not in ex- 
prels words ſay, Chriſt was the Son of God by 


ctcrnal generation, yet there is ground enough ga- 
ther'd from thence to aſſert this: his goings out 


arc e ſaid to be of old, from everlaſting : the Lord 


© poſſeſied him from the beginning of his way, 


before his works of old: he was ſet up from e- 


verlaſting, before ever the earth was, when there 


were no depths, before the mountains were ſet- 
| fled, before the hills was he brought s forth; be- 
forc creation, he was by the Father, as one brought 
up with him; he is the only Þ begotten Son, who 


is in the boſom of the Father; the firſt-born be- 


fore | all creation: he is God's own and * proper 


Son (Ades vios 3 ) and he calls God his own !pro- 
per Father (7Td\oy rartegy) which was underſtood 


rightly by the Fews, to be a claim of equality 
with God: hem 1s the brightneſs of the Father's 


glory, and the expreſs image of his perſon 


(yapgrrnhe TIS Pros aomws hvton) 3 and the Angels 
are ® commanded to worſhip him, as the firſt be- 


© Micah. v. 2. Prov. viii. 22, Oc. 8B The word in 
the original is N) 20M, which ſignifies being in childbirth. 
2 John i. 18. | Col. i. 11. & Rom. viii. 32. 
? tohn v. 18. Keb. i, z. * Heb. i. 6. | 
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gotten; whereas, to have worſhiped an angelic, 
or ſuper-angelic Spirit, would have been 1dola- 
try. If all this be laid together, eternal genera- 
tion, or the Sonſhip of Chriſt, as to his Divine 
Nature, is not ſo remote a conſequence from 
Scripture, as to make us afraid of aſſerting it. 
Sure Jam there is a great deal more ground from 
Scripture to aſſert this notion, than any other 
ſcheme, eſpecially Mr. J/attss, which is an ex- 
preſs contradiction to Scripture of which I won- 
der he is not Himel ene 
If then Chriſt be the Son of God properly, in 
his Divine Nature, our author's way of ſolving 
che paſſages that deſcribe Chriſt as a real perſon, 
appears to be wrong; and his true, real perſonali- 
ty is proved, from his being deſcribed under per- 
ſonal characters, when he is ſpoke of as the only 
begotten and erm Soon. 
There are ſome paſſages in Scripture where the 
Father and Son are ſpoke of together, in ſuch a 
manner, as proves them to be real divine perſons. 
Thus, for inſtance, the perſonal actions of know- 
ing and loving are attributed to both: Mat. xi. 27. 
No man knows the Son but the Father, neither 
knows any the Father fave the Son. John iii. 35. 
The Father loves the Son. John xiv. 31. I love the 
 tather. It cannot reaſonably be queſtion'd, that 
in the firſt of theſe Scriptures, the Son is ſpoke 
of, as to his Divine Nature, becauſe his incom- 
prehenſibility is ſet on the fame foot with that of 
the Father. To give a figurative ſenſe of theſe 
perſonal acts of love and delight, is mere ground 
leſs preſumption; it can anſwer no end, but to 
lerve an heretical hypotheſis; and to take this li- 
berty with Scripture without reaſon, is unwar- 
rantable; for it is one way to turn all Scripture 
into allegory and metaphor, and to leave us no 
PP iow method 


| 
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method of coming to any determinate ſenſe, when- 
ever any author of fancy thinks fit ro obtrude a 
figurative ſenſe upon us. Beſides, it is contrary 
to a multitude of other aſcriptions given to Father 
and Son in Scripture, which carry in them ſtrong 
expreſſions of real perſonality. _ 
It's not the way to give us clear ideas of the 
Father and Son to ſuppoſe, that when they are 
both ſpoke of, in the fame way, the expreſſions 
uſed of one mult be literal, and thoſe uſed of the 
other figurative, it rather conveighs uncouth and 
dark ideas to us. As for inſtance, God the Father 
knows and loves his eſſential wiſdom; this is a 
perſonal act: the Son, the eſſential wiſdom of 
God, knows and loves the Father; this is a figu- 
rative act: ſuch a diſtinction can never be ſup- 
poſed, where there is no variation in the ſacred 
language. Can it be thought that the Spirit off 
God would involve, under the ſame words, ſuch 
contrary meanings, which few have invention e- 
nough to feign, and {till fewer underſtanding e- 
nough to comprehend? Every common reader 
can do no other, than take the expreſſions to 
mean as much real perſonality, when aſcribed to 
the Son, as when aſcribed to the Father. 
By the fame method that Mr. Watts takes to elude 
the real perſonality of the Son of God, many other 
important doctrines have been by ſome explain'd 
away. The death of Chriſt, and his ſufferings, 
have been made to be only figurative: our ſpiritu- 
al impotence to what is good has been affirm'd to 
be built only on metaphorical expreſſions ; ſuch 
as being dead in treſpaſſes and fins. Our being 
merely paſſive in regeneration has been denied, 
becauſe the terms in which it is expreſs'd are pre- 
tended to be metaphorical z ſuch as being created 
in Chriſt Jeſus to good works: and the Scripturc 
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proofs for any other doctrines of the Goſpel may 
in this trifling manner be evaded, according to the 
prejudices of fanciful authors that oppole them. 
There is one thing that makes it neceſſary 
to admit, that the Father and Son are real, and di- 
ſtinct perſons; and that is the diſtinct characters 
and offices that are aſcribed to them in Scripture. 
Were there not a perſonal diſtinction between 
them, numberleſs difticultics mutt be fwallow'd 
down: the making the Father, by neceſſary con- 
ſequence, ſuffer and ſatisfy for ſin, has always been, 
and {till will be a milſtone about the neck of the 
Sabellian ſcheme, to ſink it in the opinion of all 
ober enquirers into the ſenſe of Scripture. Mr. 
Fatts's ſcheme, tho” different in expreſſion from 
the Sabellian, falls as readily into this abſurdity as 
that does. If it be admitted that thoſe divine 
perſons, called Father and Son, arc only God the 
Faber and his property, or power of wiſdom, 
many groſs abſurdities would follow. As for in- 
ſtance, when the Father begot the Son, he begot 
himſelf: the Son, who is the expreſs character of 
the Father's perſon, is the expreſs character of 
himſelf: when the Father has {ent his Son into 
the world, he ſent himſelf: when he declared his 
approbation of his Son, he gave himſelf approba- 
tion: when he cauſcd his ſword to awake againlt 
his ſhepherd, his fellow, he cauſed it to awake a- 
gainſt himſelf: when the Son ſatisfied for ſin, he 
latisficd himſelf: when he prayed to his Father, 
he praycd to himſelf; and in all his works of me- 
diation and interceſſion, he mediates and intercedes 
with himſelf. Theſe are the neceſſary conſequen- 
ces of Mr. Wulis's hypotheſis. I would not be 
thought to charge them upon him, as tenets held 
by him: 1 rather hope, if he would but conſider 
what crude conſequences flow from the princi- 
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ciples he has laid down, he will be convinced, 
chat a {cheme attended with ſuch difficulties, is 
not a ſcheme attended with clcar ideas. 


SE CT. II 


The Scripture proofs of the true and real Perſona- 
lity of the Holy Spirit. 


HERE, is 1 the leſs need to inſiſt largely on 
the proof of the Son's perſonality, if We 
can prove from Scripture the real perſonality of 
the Spirit o, © whole perſonal characters, our au- 
& thor tells us, are not expreſs'd in ſo frequent, 
& nor in ſo ſtrong and plain terms in Scripture, 
cc as thoſe of Chriſt.“ He grants, P that in ſe- 

« veral places of Scripture, the Spirit of God is 
e {er forth in a perſonal character, or under the 
idea of a perſon diſtinct from God the Father, 
* and his Son Jeſus Chriſt; ” and yet, by a ſtrange 
ſelf- contradiction, he tells us 4, „ that were. it 
& not for ſome perſonal char acters which arcſome- 
times attributed to the bleſſed Spirit, by a fi- 
„ gurative and caſtern manner of {peech, he is 
10 perſi aded ſcarce any reader of the Bible would 
cx er have imagined, that the Spirit of God ſig- 
„ nified any ching cle but a power of the Divine 
Nature, the influence of that power, or God 
e himſelf acting by that power.” I believe no 
reader Would have gather'd, that the Spirit is a 
rea] perton, had not the Scripture attributed per- 
{onal characters to him; ſo that in this concluſion 
the author is right; but that perſonal characters 
are attributed to him only by a figurative caſtern 


manner of ſpeech, is what he {hould have proved, 
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and not contented himſelf with bare affir ming, 
over and over, without ſupporting it with argu 
ments. I do not find the Scripture runs into ſuch 
ſtrong allegorics, as he often- talks of; the only 
thing that ſeems to favour his aſtertion is, the de- 
ſcriptions of wiſdom in the Proverbs, Which is a 
poctical book; but as our author, with almoſt all 
writers, allows the deſcription of wiſdom in the 
eighth chapter, to belong to the Son of God, 
1 ice not why the wiſe King Solomon may not be 
ſuppoſed to mean the Mciliah, in other Places, 
where wiſdom is introduc'd as perſon. As Chriſt 
has been proved to be a real perſon, Mr. Matis 
will gain no ſupport to his hypotheſis, from rhe 
perſonal characters attributed to wildom. The 
other examples, ſuch as charity's thinking no c- 
vil, and the like, which he urges after the Socts 
ans, I believe, every reader will {ce not to come 
ap to the point. It is univerſally granted, that the 
holy Spirit is put frequently in Scripture tor his 
gifts and operations; ſo that Mr. Vati needed 
not to have given ſuch a long train of proots, 
of what every body allows. Tho queition then 
is, whether the Spirit is not a real perſon. This 
appears from ſeveral things urged already, and 
may be farther confirm'd from lome other conſi- 
derations. 

We have an expreſs proof of the Spirit s di- 
Vine perſonality, 1n the prophet Iſaiab's viſion, 
Ila. vi. 8, 9. J heard the voice of the Lord ſaying, 
Whom ſpall 1 ſend, and who will go for us? then 

ſaid I, Here am I, ſend me; and he ſaid, go and tell 
his people, hear you indeed, but underſtund not, and 
fee you indeed, but perceive not. Here is a perſon 
repreſented ſpeaking, in as ſtrong terms as any one 
can deſire, hom ſhall 1 ſend? If this is not a li- 
teral expreſſion of perſonality, it would be hard 
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to find out words to expreſs ſuch a thing. Now 
we arc told by the Apoſtle Paul, that it was the 
Spirit who here ſpoke to, and by the prophet, 
Acts xxviii. 25, 26. Well ſpoke the holy Ghoſt, by 
#ſaias the prophet, to our Fathers, ſaying, Go to 
this people, and ſay, hearing you hear, and ſhall not 
underſtand, aud ſeeing you fhall fee, and ſhall not 
perceive, It may be worth taking notice, that 
the pronouns J, thou, and we are attributed to the 
Spirit; as / and we, when he ſpeaks, hom ſhall 
4 ſend, who ſhall go for us? thou, in the prophet's 
anſwer, /ead me, or, do thou ſend me. So that 
were Mr. /Yatts's remark * true (as it is not) 
that in all the new teſtament, there is only the 
© pronoun he attributed to the Spirit, bat, as he 
% 7hinks, neither J, thou, nor we; whereas, 1, 
« thon, he, and wwe are all aſcribed to the Father 
c and Son,” it would be of little conſideration, 
fince all theſe pronouns are attributed to the Spi- 
rit, in the old Teſtament; and one ſuch plain 
proof is ſufficient to determine any point. If 
this paſſage in {/aiah was put into Mr. Wattss 
language, it would make but an odd appearance. 
How would it found if it were thus expreſs'd? 
Whom ſhall I, the intelligent effective power of 
God, ſend? who will go tor the one God, and me 
his property of efficience? The very putting it 
in this form makes it uncouth, aud without 
meaning; a ſpcaking power, and a ſending pro- 
perty, is ſtrange fort of language. If the appli- 
cation of the perſonal pronouns, Z, ho¹, he to any 
thing, be the diſtinctive character of a perſon, as 
Mr. Watts fays, certainly the Spirit may well be 
called a real perſon. 8 8 
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The perſonal characters of the Spirit are repre- 
ſented in ſtrong and plain terms in the new Te- 
ſtament, whatever our author may fancy to the 
contrary z as for example, Acts x. 19, 20. The 
| Spirit ſaid to Peter, Behold, three men ſeek thee s 
ariſe therefore, and get thee down, and go with them, 
nothing doubting, for I have ſent them. Here the 
Spirit is deſcribed under a perſonal character; and 
certainly a real perſon may; with propricty e- 
nough, be ſaid to command any one to go with 
them whom he ſhould fend; but this way of 
{peaking is not ſo well uſed of a property, faculty, 
or power. Whetheran allegorical figurative way 
of ſpeaking was convenient, in ſo plain and naked 
a narration as this, is worth conſideration. 
Another paſſage wherein the Spirit is deſcribed 
under a perſonal character, is the following remark- 
able one, Acts x11. 1, 2, 4. There were in the church 
that was at Antioch, certain prophets and teachers; 
and as they miniſtred to the Lord, and faſted, the 
holy Ghoſt ſaid, Separate me, Barnabas and Haul, 
to the work whereto I have called them; they being 
{ent forth by the holy Ghoſi, departed. This Scrip- 
ture is ſo entirely repugnant to, and ſubverſive of 
Mr. Watts's ſcheme, that it is no wonder if we 
find him endeavouring to evade it; and according- 
iy he tells us, “it is very naturally interpreted as 
* the voice of God by his Spirit; for it was God. 
that called them to the miniſtry, and to him 
they were ſeparated.” In anſwer to this, it may 
be obſerved, that it is moſt natural, wherever it 
can be done, to ſtick to the letter of Scripture. 
The text expreſly ſays, it was the Spirit ſpoke; 
2nd for our author, after the $0c7117ans, to ſay it 
was God ſpoke to them by the Spirit, is a mere 
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ſhuffle, invented to ſerve an hypotheſis. As the 
Spirit was God, God called them to the miniſtry 3 _ 
but to pretend it was God, or the Father, called 
them by the miniſtry of his intelligent effective 
power, is only giving an obſcure turn to a plain 
Scripture. ES VT 
_ Whoever will duly conſider the two laſt quoted 
Scriptures, may judge what to make of the fol- 
lowing aſſertion of our author“: “ in all the new 
« Teitament, there is only the pronoun he attri- 
© buted to the Spirit; but I think, neither 7, nor 
& Zhou, nor we, are applied once, in all that ſacred 
„ book; whereas, J, thou, he, and we, are all ap- 
plied both to the Father and the Son.” I hope 
it ſufficiently appears that Mr. Watts is entirely 
miſtaken, and ſhould hercafter be cautious how _ 
he makes his readers truſt his memory. The pro- 
noun I is, in both places, attributed to the Spi- 
rit, and is a diſtinctive character of a real perſon; _ 
but had not that been applied to the Spirit, but 
only the pronoun he, I cannot ſec the proof of 
the Spirit's real perſonality would have been ſu- 
perſeded by it. „„ i on 4 
There are other actions in Scripture attributed 
to the holy Spirit, which cannot with propriety 
of ſpeech be ſaid to be done by a faculty. It is 
he renews and fanctifies all the elect people of 
God; it is he cauſes them to reſt here, in faith 
and obedience, and it is he conducts them to the 
reſt of heaven hereafter. He dwells in the Saints 
as in a temple, 1 Cor. vi. 19. Know you not that 
your body is the temple of the holy Ghoſt, which is 
in you? He makes interceſſion for us with groan- 
ings that cannot be utter'd, Rom. viii. 26. It would 
found very ſtrange, to talk of an effective faculty 


Page 196. 
5 interceding 


of the TRINITY vindicated. 71 
interceding with groanings; but this may very 
well be {aid of a real perſon. It was the Spirit 
that inſpir'd the Prophets and Apoſtles; and it 
was he that formed the human nature of Chriſt 
in the womb of the Virgin, and that led and con- 
ducted our Lord, in his human capacity, during 
his ſtate of humiliation here on earth. To give 
a figurative turn to all this, is to render the ſenſe 
of Scripture very precarious and uncertain; for 
how can we be aſſured, when the Scripture ſpeaks 
in a figurative, and when in a literal way? bur the 
real caſe is, the giving a figurative turn to ſo many 
places, that are better accounted tor in a literal 
way, is nothing but an invention to prop up a 
ſcheme, that is only the product of a working fan- 
cy, and is not drawn in the leaft from Scripture. 
The holy Spirit is not only deſcribed, as ro his 
actions, in a perſonal manner; but perſonal pro- 
perties are aſcribed to him, as underſtanding and 
will: the faculty of underſtanding is attributed to 
the Spirit: 1 Cor. ii. 10, 11. God has reveal'd them 
to us by his Spirit, for the Spirit ſearcheth all 
things, even the deep things of God: what man 
knows the things of a man, ſave the ſpirit of man 
which is in him; even ſo the things of God knows no 
man, but the Spirit of God. Mr. Watts here ob- 
ſerves, © that the * Spirit of God is as much that 
God, whoſe Spirit he is, as the ſpirit of a man 
© js the man himſelf,” I do not think he would 
be for purſuing the analogy to the utmoſt; for 
then the Spirit of God might be called the foul of 
God, which would ſound but crude and harſh. 
It would likewiſe follow, that the Spirit is a pro- 
per perſon, even the perſon of the Father, whoſe. 
8 ant hi is; but this is not agrecable to our au- 
- | Page 130, 3 
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thor's notion of his being a divine property, and 


not a perſon. The Spirit is here repreſented as 


perſonally diſtinct from God, or that divine per- 


ton, who reveals all things by him; ſearching all 


things, and knowing all chings, cven the Pp 


of God, can be no proper deſcription of God” 
executive faculty, which wills and effects all 
things. Since Mr. atis allows that the word: 
iwply, that the Spirit knows the ſecrets of the 
„ Godhead, oy a primary and immediate conſci- 
„ outneſs, inherent in himſelf, and not derived 
« from another,” I think it evidently follows, 
that he is a real perſon; for certainly conſcioui- 
nets m ay be cxprets'd of a perſon, but not of a 
power. The faculty of willing is alſo attributed 
to the Spirit: 1 Cor. xii. 11. Theſe things worketh 
ze ſame Spirit, dividing to every man ſeverally, as 


fective power, which is de from a vo— 
\'itive power, is hard to conceive. If the Spirit 


has a will, he is a real perſon; for this is the moit 
eminently diſtinguiſhing character of a perſon. 


Indeed a will is aſcribed to the wind; but the na- 


rure of the thing dilcovers the metaphor at firſt 


fight. As to the Spirit of God having a will, 


there is no need to uſe a metaphor, becauſe there 
are no ſigns of it: a will, and the acts of the 


will are often aſcrib'd to him; but, as far as I can 
remember, in no one place is there any thing ſaid 
with relation to his will, or the acts of his will, 
that can juſtly ſo much. as make us ſuſpect that 
the expreſſion is metaphorical. IF underſtanding 


and will be the facultics of a real perſon, then . 


follows, that when the Spirit 1 is repreſented as hav- 
ing rhele faculties, he is proved to be a real per- 
ten, and not a property or EY himſelf. 


How a will can be attributed to an el; 


Theas. 
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There are allo affections, which are really per- 
ſonal, attributed to the Spirit in Scripture, 1/aiah 
Ixiti. 10. They rebelled, aud vexed his holy Spirit. 
Mr. Watts, after the Socinians, ſays x, “the Spi- 
« rit may be taken for God himlielt:” to which 
it is ſufficient to fay, it may be otherwiſe. To 
_ the ſame purpole the Apoltle Paul adviſes us not 
to grieve the Spirit of God, Epheſ. iii. 30. Grieve 
not the holy Spirit of God, by whom you are ſealed 
to the day of redemption. Now, to attribute grief 
to a faculty or power, 1s abſurd and repugnant 
to the common ſenſe of mankind. Beſides all 
this, the holy Spirit 1s deſcribed in Scripture, as 
one that can be lied tos. It would be odd to talk 
of lying to a faculty or property. He is alſo* 
ſaid to be one againſt whom blalghemy may be 

committed z and blaſphemy againſt | ng: {peak- 
ing againſt him, is declared to be irremiſſible, 
when all other blaſphemy is {aid to be within the 
poſſibility of pardon. Now that blaſphemy a- 
gainſt God the Father can be pardoned, and blaſ- 
phemy againſt God the Father's efficient power 
muſt be unpardonable, is very unaccountable; 
but it is eaſy to ſuppoſe, that blaſphemy may be 
e ou ooh 
I hope, by this time, it is ſufficiently. proved 
from Scripture, that the holy Spirit is a real per- 
ton. If we ſuppoſe the contrary, many abſurdi- 
ties will follow: when the Son was to pray to 
the Father, to ſend the Comforter, the Father 
was to pray himſelf, to ſend himſelf : when the 
Father was to ſend the Spirit, in the name of the 
Son, he was to ſend himſelf, in the name of a 
created perſon: when the Father was to {end the 
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Spirit to ſupply the want of Chriſt's preſence, he 
was to ſend himſelf, to ſupply the want of him- 
ſelf. Thele are ſhocking abſurdities, which I 
doubt not but Mr. Watts deſpiſes, as well as I. 
] would therefore wiſh him to conſider ſeriouſly, 
whether they are not the plain reſult of the prin- 
Ciples he has laid down. . 
I have not thought it neceſſary to take notice 
of Mr. Wattss denying the eternal proceſſion of 
the holy Spirit, from the Father and Son; only 
I would juſt remark, that in one place he makes 
the proceſſion of the Spirit to refer to his miſſion, 
rather than to his exiſtence; yet in another place 
he ſays, > © the Word and Spirit may be {aid to 
proceed from the Father, as powers from the 
„ Ffſence.” How theſe things can be made to 
chime one with another, he beſt knows : I am 


ſure I know not how to reconcile them. 


I have been the larger in proving the holy Spi- 
rii's real perſonality, becauſe if that be done, the 
perſonality of the Word may eaſily be admitted. 
As the proof of the Deity of Chriſt, evidences the 
Deity of the Spirit, in effect, againſt the Arian, and 
Semi-Arian ſchemes; ſo the proof of the Spirit's 
perſonality evidences, in effect, the Son's perſona- 
lity, in oppoſition to the Sabellian and Socinian 
ſchemes, and to that of Mr. Matis, . 
1 cannot but obſerve, ſuch is the force of truth, 

that Mr. Watts is ſometimes obliged, ſeemingly 


to own, in contradiction to himſelf, the real per- 


ſionality of the Son and Spirit: ſome paſſages of 
this nature I ſhall produce; but I ſhall not bring 
any out of his Chriſtian Doctrine; it being be- 
neath me to bring againſt a man, from his own 
books, notions, he has © openly recanted; but I. 
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ſhall take only from the ſecond part of his difler- 


After having mentioned the explication of the 


manner of the Son's generation, and the Spirit's 


proceſſion, which he calls popiſh and ſcholaſtic, 
as the moſt indefenſible part of the common or- 
thodox ſcheme of the Trinity, he © ſays, © he 
* heartily agrees with ſeveral other parts of it, 
«© that God is one infinite Spirit, or conſcious 
“ Being, that the Divine Eſſence is but one, and 
the fame, tho' diſtinguiſhed into three ſacred 


« perſons.” And in another place he ſays, © «© the 


« ſenſe of the word perſon, in the common lan- 
ce guage of men, is one ſingle intelligent volun- 
„ tary agent, or a principle of action, that has 


underſtanding and will, fo three men, or three 
Angels, are properly called three perſons. Now 


& ſince it has pleaſed God in his Word, to repre- 


“ ſent to us the Father, the Son, and the Spirit, 


under the characters of three ſuch intelligent 
agents, they may be called, in human language, 
three perſons, according to the Scripture repre- 


“ ſentation.” He hopes, f“ he has reaſonable 
&« fſatisfaction in this general truth, that the Fa- 


<« ther, Son, and Spirit are repreſented in Scrip- 
« ture, as perſonal agents.” I might bring other 
paſſages to the ſame purpoſe, but I ſhall torbear. 


I hope Mr. Matts's deſign in theſe paſſages, WAS 


not to amuſe his readers: if this was not his in- 
tention, it is ſtrange he ſhould thus contradict him 


ſelf. However, as he has in a great number of 


places contended for the Son and Spirit being fi- 
gurative perſons, I ſhall not do him ſo much 
wrong as to inſinuate, that he acknowledges them 
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to be real perſons. I cannot bur juſt take notice, 
that if a real perſon be a ſingle, intelligent, vo- 
luntary agent, as Mr. Pats 8 lays, that has un- 
deritanding and will, then if the Son has under- 
ſtanding and will, which he muſt have, if he be 


an h intelligent volitive power; and if the Spirit 


has a primary immediate conſciouſneſs inherent in 
himſelf, as Mr. Watts i grants, it evidently fol- 
lows, that the Son and Spirit are real perſons. 

Thus J have amply proved, that the doctrine of 
the real, tho” not ſeparate, perſonality of Father, 
Word, and Spirit, is the true Scripture doctrine. 
And as it is the Scripture doctrine, ſo it has been 
the faith of the Chriſtian Churches, in all ages. 


All true belicvers, ſince Chriſt, have proteſſed 
three real divine perſons; and why we ſhould leave 

this good old way, I ſec no reaſon. I know this 
argument is often banter'd, becauſe the Papiſis 


pretend the ſame, tho” very unjuſtly, for their in- 
novations; but with me it is of great weight, that 
the faith I attempt the defence of, is the faith oi 


the churches of Chriſt from the beginning. Tho' 


God might leave the whole world in darkneſs, 


during that great and long apoſtacy, which he 


foretold, docs it follow, that he would leave his 
faithful pcople, who were before that apoſtacy, 
who were recover'd from it, and who fince have 
been kept from it, to take up with wrong ideas 
of the three divine perſons? It is ſtrange that the 
Spirit of God, who was to lead his people into 


all truth, ſhould never clear their notions as to the 


great doctrine of the Trinity, but ſhould leave 


them to conceive of himſelf and the Word, as of 
two perſons, when they were only two powers, 


of one divine perſon. I can hardly think that all 


age 180. p. 219. . 130. 


true 


of the TRINITY vindicated. 77 
true Chriſtians have hitherto been miſtaken, and 


that the time is now come for any great light to 


afford them clearer and brighter ideas of the three 
divine perſons, into whoſe name they have been 


| baptized. The glorious doctrine of three real di- 


vine perſons, in one divine nature, has always been 


the faith which Chriſtians have learned from their 


Bibles; and 1 doubt not but it will keep its 
ground, when all the different ſchemes fram'd b 
men ſhall ſink into oblivion, and will ſtand un- 
ſhaken, till the laſt trumper ſhall ſound, that time 
hall de no mormmeee. 


& N. 
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An Examination of Mr. Watts's Account 
the Perſon of Chrift, 


E doctrine of three divine per- 
| Pl ſons, ſubſiſting in one divine na- 
ture, is of all myſterics, known on- 
ly by revclation, the greateſt. Next 
to that, is che union of the divine 
and human natures, in the one per- 


ſon of Chriſt our Redeemer. This has been as 
much a ſtone of ſtumbling, as the former, to men 
of corrupt minds, and curious fancics. The way 
how two natures, infinitely diſtant one from the 
other, as to kind, can be ſo united, as to conſti— 
ute but one perſon, is above our finite compre- 

e xa henſion: 
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henſion: and the leſs we trouble ourſelves about 


the mode of things which are ſo much above us, 


the fewer abſurdities we ſhall run into. 
In the early ages of Chriſtianity, Simon Magus 


- pretended, that Chriſt only took fleſh, and ſuf- 


tered, in appearance z or that his aſſumption of the 
human nature was nothing more than phantaſm or 
ſhew. In this he was follow'd by Menander, Sa- 
ttrninus, and Baſilides, and afterwards by Marcion: 


the leveral aſſerters of this notion were called Do- 
 cete. Cerinthus and his followers allow'd, that 
Jeſus was really a man; but not knowing how to 


account for the perſonal union of the two na- 
tures in him, they pretended that Chriſt was a 
_ diſtinct being, a divine power, or one of the in- 
viſible Aeons, who came down on Jeſus at the 
time of his Baptiſm, and reveal'd to him the un- 


known Father, and enabled him to perform works 
above the power of a man, but left him at his 


crucifixion, flying back to the pleroma, or divine 
fulneſs, from whence he procecded at firſt. This 
error was propagated, as to the main of it, by 


Carpocrates, whoſe followers are . eminently ſtil'd 


Cnoſtics, and by Yalentinus; tho' theſe heretics 


differ'd in their explications of it, and ſome added 


more monſtrous ablurdities to it than others. 


In the fifth century, Neftorius maintain'd, that 


the divine and human natures in Chriſt were two 
perſons; in oppoſition to whom Eutyches, run- 
ning into a contrary extreme, aſſerted, that there 


was but one nature in Chriſt ; and that the hu- 
man nature was abſorb'd of the divine. Thus we 
ſee, that men going upon the ſame maxim, may 


run into different extremes, rejecting the truth, 


which is the middle way, and the only ſafe and 


ſure track, 


If 
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It is not very eaſy to ſay, what is Mr. Watts's 
real ſcheme of the union of the two natures in the 
perſon of Chriſt: from a paſſage in the firſt part 
of his diſſertations, it ſhould ſeem, he inclined 
to the Neſtorian ſcheme. He there * ſays, “ he 
« ſees nothing ſo terrible, or heretical, in ſup- 
e poſing the human nature and the divine nature 
c of Chriſt to be, in ſome ſenſe, two diſtinct per- 
e ſons.” He, ina ſneering way, confeſſes, the 
ce frightful ſound of Neſtorianiſin may reaſonably 
« forbid a man to indulge this language, becauſe 
« it will not be counted orthodox: but I do 
not know why a name ſhould fright a ſincere en- 
quirer after truth, from aſſerting what he thinks 
agreeable to Scripture. It Neſtorianiſin be the 
Scripture doctrine, let it be received, if not, let 
it be rejected as an error. Mr. Watts lays, “ he 
e knows of no injury done to the Scripture, or to 
« the facred truths of the Goſpel, by ſuch an al- 
© lowance as this.” But the caſe is really other- 
wiſe; for if the Deity were not united to the hu- 
manity, how could Chritt be ſtyled God with us, 
upon his incarnation, any more than before. 
'There are ſome paſſages where the actions attri- 
| buted to one real perſon muſt be underſtood of 
two naturcs, Rom. ix. 6. Of whom concerning the 
fleſh Chriſt came, who is God over all, bleſſed for 
ever. Acts xx. 28. The church of God which he 
purchas'd by his blood. 1 Cor. ii. 8. They crucified 
the Lord of glory. 1 Joh. iii. 16. Me perceive the 
love of God, becauſe he laid down his life for us. 


5 How could the God over all come in the fleſh ? 
| how could God purchaſe the church by his blood, 


and lay down his life for us? and how could the 


Lord of glory be crucified, if the Godhcad were 
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not perſonally united to the manhood? Had it 
not been ſo, what God is ſaid to have done, mult 
have been done by a perſon diſtinct from God. 
The whole fulneſs of the Godhead dwelt in Chriſt 
perſonally !, Col. ii. 9. In him dwells all the fulneſs 
of the Godbead bodily, Toꝶerinds. This word may 
very well be render'd perſonally, for Swe is uſed 


for perſon in m ſome of the beſt Greek authors. The 


perſonal! 


omni plenitudo Deitatis] hoc ft non portio aliqua divinitatis, 


quod Gentiles de ſuis falſis Diis, falſo perſuaſum habebant, neque 
dona tantum os drume gratiæ ( munificentia, ut in angelis, 


©& prophetts, © alus ſanctis Viris, ſed ipſe Moy@>, Deus verus wp 
perfectus, cum omnibus ſuis attributis divinis, infinita, ſcilicet, ſapi- 


entia, potentia, bonitate, mbhabitat in hac humana Chriftt natura. | 


Dann in Coloſ. p. 190. 


Tora igitur natura divina fuit incaruata : fed non Juatenus abſe- 
lte in ſe conſideratur, ut omnibus perſons communis; ſed qua- 


tens perſonalibris proprietatibus, ſeu _—_ vnEg%ws, in e fill 
determinata, conſideratur. Idem. p. 


Peer To fuc rind itaque intelligere 4 perſonaliter, id eſt non 
per Eficaciam ſolum, aut aſſſtentiam, Ho unionem hypoſtaticam, ita 
ut Xc/©> inhabitans, vel aſſumens, © natura inhabuata, ſive aſ- 
ſumpta, fiat una perſona, ſroe unum bps Hue. Idem. p. 192. 
Apud Hebræos anime ponuntur pro perſonts, Gen. xiv. 21, Exod. 
xViii. 20. Sic apud Græcos, Tatua perſonam f1 grificar .  Thucydides. 


Lib. 1. dicit pauperes multo promptiores eſſe LGH „ xe 


Toazmty, i. e. in propriis, ut aiunt; perſonis nilitare, Wan pecuniam 


ad bellum conferre. Sic Demoſthenos c, xa dN s.“ Tn 


30, h. e. Hommum, ſive per ſonarum atque nummorum Copiam A- 
thenienſibus adeſſe dixit, cum voluit eos ad bellum animare. Idem. 
Ibid. 4m © Corpus illud antequam verbo unirentur in perſouan, 
non erant inter ſe unita, ut Perſona; ſed trahunt ſuam perſonalitatem 


ex verbo in illa humang natura eee nLabitante idem. 


p-. 27 
as. Tbucydid, Lib. 1. Sect. 121. p. 66. Ed. Oxon. 


PEEL bre 04 &uToveryol Tay fi 1 ar TOA 


TEIN Idem. Lib. r. Sect. 141. p. 80. 
Tu o hοοαν pon Gitiay Kot s ele, GANG TON rohrus 
Idem. Lib. . Sect. 143. P. 82. 
'Orers gel Tine 7; TE oN Tos Xephr ons nk; p 22 
ral bi Peg, xαιν aud pa irh xiu, 87% T@ Th Zara goriyor, an 
56 


FF Elance” rex Ales ixusos * 2 Tok At- | 


> 
x 


of the TRINITY vindicated, 81 
perſonal union of the two natures in Chriſt, is a 
certain and neceſlary truth; without it we have 
not one Chriſt, and one mediator, but two Chriſts, 
and two mediators z which notion, I am fure; does 
great injury to the ſacred truths of the Goſpel; 
whatever Mr. Matts may imagine. But as he 
does not inſiſt on this matter, 1 thall content my- 
ſelf with theſe ſhort {trictures upon it. Pe 

In the ſecond part of the diſſertations on the 


Trinity, Mr. Watts has expreſs'd his notion of the 
perſon of Chriſt God-man to be, that he, ag to 


his Divine Nature, is only called a perſon in fi- 
gurative ſpeech, and is an eſſential power of God, 
which has been conſider'd: that this divine; in- 
telligent, volitive power, aſſumed into union wit 


himtelf, a glorious angelic, archangelic, or ſuper- 


angelic Spirit; which was the firſt creature of 


God, and formed by him in a way vaſtly different 
from other creatures: that this glorious Spirit, or 


created Logos, when the Word was made fleſh, 


iupplied the place of a human foul. Hen ſays, 
the Logos is the firſt-born Son of God; as he 
* 18 a glorious angelic, or ſuper-angelic Spirit, 
** who was often called an Angel, under the old 
fTeſtament, when heappear'd to the Patriarchs.“ 
nd he asks, “ may not this illuſtrious Spirit, 
** this great Archangel, which is called eminent- 
ly the Logos, be the prince of Angels, who was 
born before them all, and is the firſt begotten 
of the creation? May not this be the only be- 
gotten Son of God in the high heaven as Adam 
* was here on carth, as having perhaps ſome pe- 
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& culiar mode, or unknown manner of derivati- 
© tion from the Father, different from the reſt of 
© the creatures ? may we not ſuppoſe the human 
* ſoul of Chriſt to be derived from God, in ſome 
* unknown tranſcendent manner, diſtinct from 
© other creatures, even as his human body was 
© and thus to become the peculiar Son of God, 
© both as to his body and foul?” In theſe paſ- 
ſages we havea pretty full account of Mr. Watts's 
ſcheme: and as it is very common for men to be 
pleaſed with their own inventions, ſo our author 
ſeems to be raviſh'd with pleaſure, when he views 
the product of his fancy. “ His ſcheme, he tells 
& us, o will afford a better ſolution of many ſcrip- 
& tural difficulties, will raiſe a nobler idea of the 
c perſon of our bleſſed Lord, and add a luſtre to 
«© the whole ſcheme of the Goſpel.” 1 could 
have wiſh'd he had let us into theſe advantages, 
which he talks of with ſo much rapture. I do 
not find, he has much to fay for his fancy, but 
that there are expreſſions of Scripture that re- 
preſent Chriſt, before his incarnation, under cha- 
_ racters inferior to Godhead; by which, I ſuppoſe, 
he means thoſe texts in the old Teſtament, where 
Chriſt is {tiled the Angel of God's preſence, the 

Angel of the covenant, and the like. But till 
our author gives us good reaſons to the contrary, 
1 ſhall affirm, that theſe are much better account- 
cd for by ſaying, that Chriſt acted in an œco— 
nomical ſubordination to the Father: he, by co- 
venant agrecment, ſubmitted to act in ſubjection 
to the Father's orders; and tho” equal to him in 
nature, conſented to obey him as his ſervant, that 
he might bring many ſons and daughters to glory. 
How properly is he therefore called the meſſenge 
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of the covenant, Mal. iii. 1. the Angel, the Re- 
decmer of Jacob, Gen. xlviii. 16. the Angel in whom 


the name of God was, Exod. xxiii. 20. All theſe 


things may be ſaid of him, with great propricty, 
according to the vulgar hypotheſis, as Mr. alis 
arrogantly 4 calls it; ſo that there is no nced of 
inventing another. Our author * inſinuatcs, that 
on his ſuppoſition, the ſoul of Chriſt, the chict 

Angel, is properly called the Angel who could 
lay, I am that 1 am, &c. Exod. iii. 2, 14. Now ẽ—¾ 
ſuppoſing the divine Logos to be in perſonal uni- 
on with the created logos, I grant, that complex 
perſon might ſay, I am, that I am; I am the God 


of Abraham, Iſaac, and Jacob; but how the An- 


gel, a created narure, could, On the account. of. 


his perſonal intimate union with the divine, ſay, 


he was Jehovah, or God, I cannot underſtand. 
There are but two texts that I can call to mind 


which carry the leaſt appearance of favour to 


Mr. Watts's notion; the one is, Col. i. 15. The 
firſf begotten of every creature the words in the 


original are, TewroroxGy TH Ths xriotws, which 


might very well be render'd, born before all crea- 
20%; for ſuperlatives in Scripture mult ſometimes 
be render'd in a comparative ſenſe, as 70 i. 15. 
Tear@ jo nv, be was before me. John xv. 18. 
Eu Tewro! Uo! mepiontev, it hated me, before 
i bated you. Ihe very word Tewrorou(Cy is actu- 


| ally uſed to expreſs born before, in the Creek 


tranſlation of the old Teſtament, 2 Sam. xix. 43. 


Tewruron@ LV 1 ov. Nay, they whole * inte- 


reſt it is molt, to have the words render'd as in 
our tranflation allow, that they may be render'd, 
begotten before all creatures. If Chriſt be repre- 
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ſented in this Scripture as born before all creati- 


on, it cannot be underſtood of any glorious an- 


gelic nature; for that was by creation, tho" we 
luppolec it the firſt part of creation. 


The other text is, Rev. iii. 14. the beginning of 


the creation of God, deyn tis wrioims: but no no- 


tion can be built on a word of ſuch various figni- 
fications as *Apyn. The words may be render'd, 
the head of the creation. Chriſt is the head of the | 

creation, as he is the active, efficient principle 


that produc'd it, and brought it into being. 
Theſe texts appear not to countenance our author's 


fancy of the human foul of Chriſt being a ſu— 


per-angclic Spirit, which is attended with ſeveral 
inſupcrable difficulties. 


There is one thing which prejudices me againſt 
this ſcheme, and that is, it is unſcriptural; I mean, 


the Scripture is wholly ſilent about it. It is from 
Scripture, and only from thence, that we can 


have any account of Chriſt's perſon; and there- 
fore all fancies of men, which have no countc- 
nance from it, are to be rejected, as things of 
nought. Were the notion of Chriſt's human 


ſoul being the firſt of creatures, a thing to be be- 
licv'd by us, we cannot but ſuppoſe, it wauld 


have been revealed; and as it is not reveal'd, I 


can look upon it to be no better than a mere ro- 


mancc, and an unccrtain fiction of a working 


brain, which cvery man is as much at liberty to 


reject, as he is to disbelieve an utter fable. As 


the notion is not to be found in Scripture, fo l 


cannot ſee what good purpoſe can be ſerved by 
it. Our author indecd tells us, © © that this fur- 


« poſition makes it caly to conceive, how the 
+ Logos himſelf might become paſfible, an! 
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„ condeſcend to endure the ſenſations of ſorrow, 
&« pain, and dying agonies.” But there is no 
need to attribute paſſibility to the divine Word; 
fo that this is no real advantage reſulting from our 
author's {cheme. He adds, “ if we ſuppoſe the 
c angelic Logos to be the human ſoul of Jeſus 
„ Chriſt, then as it was united to Godhead in its 
e pre- exiſtent ſtate, and often appeared in the 
« form and majeſty of God, ſo as it was united to 
« a human body, at the incarnation, it emptied 
* itſelf of its antient glories, Phil. ii. 6. and be- 
« came ſubject to the weakneſles, and painful ſen- 
© fations of animal nature.” What an odd and 
fanciful turn is here given to one of the molt glo- 
rious texts in the Scripture! how a created ſpirit 
could appcar in the form and majeſty of God, I 
cannot comprehend. I am ſorry to find this no- 
ble Scripture given up, in effect, to the Arians, 
merely to make it agrecable to an hypotheſis of 
another kind, but as unſcriptural as theirs is. 
The ſenſe of the words is, Chriſt being God by 
nature, look'd on it as his right to aſſume equality 
with God; nevertheleſs he veiled his awful glo- 
ries, and took on him the human nature, appear- 
ing as a miſerable man, that he might die for the 
ins of men. This is indeed a glorious and unpa- 
rallePd example of humility, and amazing love; 
and is much better ſhewed by the boy a expli- 
cations of this doctrine, as our ſelf- ſufficient au- 
thor calls them, with dildain, than by any he has 
yet furniſh'd us with. And as the condeſcenſion 
of the Son of God is better ſet off by the com- 
mon explications, than by his; ſo the great dig- 
nity to which the man Chriſt Jeſus is raiſed, is 
better explain'd by his exaltation to glory and 
Honour, as the reward of his ſufferings, than by 
What Mr. Watts tells us, “ that the man Chriſt 
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« » Teſus, perſonally united to the divine Word, 
« is God over all, bleſſed for ever.” 1 cannot, | 
confeſs, make ſenſe of this aſſertion, but muſt leave 
it to the reader's conſideration. 

Were there nothing to be advanced from Scrip- 
ture in oppoſition to Mr. }/atiss hypotheſis, it's 
not being found there, is reaſon ſufficient to reject 
it; but there are a few Scriptures utterly incon- 
ſiſtent with i it, and entirely ſubverſive of it, which 
I ſhall now conſider: leb. i. 9. We ſee Feſus, 
who was made a litile tower than the Angels, for the 
ſuffering of death, crowned with glory and honour. 
It would be monſtrous to aſſert, that a human bo- 
dy, united to a {uper-angelic Spirit, is made a little 
lower than the Angels; that which is ſuper- ange- 
lic cannot be lower than the Angels. It cannot 
be here pretended, that this ſuper-angelic Spirit 
ſtooped to a ſtate lower than the Angels, becaulſc 
the words arc an alluſion to what is affirmed by 
David, Hal. vin. y. of man in general. If the 
words, in their native fe ale, ſignify the nature of 
man, then the alluſion made to them proves, that 
the human nature of Chritt was of the lame kind 
with that of other men. 

Another text which may be brought again!! 
our author is, /Zeb. it. 11. Jle that ſanctifies, and 
they that are ſautlified, are all of one, therefore he 
1s not aſhamed to call thew brethren. How Xone 
who was not entircly man, could call men his 
brethren, I know not; We arc, on the contrary 
told, that he is nay in all things like to his bre- 
tren: Heb. ii. 17. In all things it behoved him 10 
he made like to his brethren, that he might be u 
merciful and faithful high prieſt, in things peu. 
taining 10 God, to make reconciliation for the fins 
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of his people. He could not be ſaid in all things 
to be made like to his brethren, if he was like 
them only in his human fleſh, and had a ſoul of a 
nature far more excellent they; but that in all 


things he might be made like them, it was neceſ- 


fary, he ſhould have a foul like other men, in or- 
der to his having the tender affections of the hu- 
man nature to pity the ignorant, at the ſame time 
that he had infinite power, to reſcue them from 
the ruin they brought on themſelves. 
I ſhall bring but one Scripture more, which is 
as expreſs and full as can be delired, Heb. ii. 16. 
He took not on him the nature of Angels, ( oz 
af yihoy imauCavimrar) but be took on him the 
ſeed of Abraham. Mr. Waits", after Camero and 


 Grotins, makes the meaning of this place to be, 


that Chriſt did not undertake to deliver fallen An- 


gels, but to reſcue the ſecd of Abraliam from bon- 
dage. This is not the meaning of the Apoltle : 
_ Chriſt was to deliver fallen men, and therefore it 

was neceſſary he thould take the human nature; 


but as he was not to deliver Angels, therefore he 


took not on him the nature of Angels. Our au— 


19. 


thor ſeems ſenſible, there is no weight in the in 
terpretation he borrows from Grotius, therefore 


he adds another, “ that * the human foul of Chritt 


« may be called an Angel, in its ſeparate ſtatc, 


tho” it be a human ſpirit, and might have ſome 
peculiar diſtinguiſhing properties unknown to 
us.” Any reader will {ec he was here utterly ar 
1nonplus, otherwiſe he would never have ſaid, as he 
does in effect, that the foul of Chriſt is a human 
lpirit, and is not a human ſpirit. Fe 


I 


| 


(e 


do not think it is on any account neceſſary, 
© enter into an examination of the hypotheſis of 
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the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt's human ſoul, on the 
ſuppoſition of its being of the fame kind with o- 


ther human ſpirits. As that hypotheſis has not 
the leaſt countenance from Scripture, and docs 
not, fo far as I can perceive, anſwer any one good 
purpoſc, it may, I think, be diſregarded as an uſe- 


leſs fiction. $10 
1 ſhall wave conſidering Mr. Watis's account 
of Philo's ſentiments , for let them be what they 


will, they are of no weight, when they are not 
agrecable to Scripture, eſpecially ſince our author 
grants, that he abounds in unreaſonable allego- 
ries, and that his application of his opinions to 
particular Scriptures is very ridiculous. From 
what I have formerly read of this author, I am in- 
clin'd to believe that Mr. Malts has often mi- 
ſtaken him; but as I have had neither opportuni- 


ty nor inclination of late, to rcad him, and as Mr. 
Watts has * e ncither health nor leiſure enough, 
c to throw away much of them in peruſing ſuch 
& antient Jewiſh folios, I think we may both 
leave ſuch an intricate matter to be ſettled and 
determined by abler hands than ours. | 

I ſhould attend Mr. Watts in his diſcuſſion of 
the ſentiments of the primitive Fathers; but that 


would take up more room than the bounds of this 
treatiſe will allow. Perhaps, if ſome more ſuffi- 


cient perſon do not take him in hand as to this 


matter, I may give my thoughts hereafter, tho' I 
"promile nothing. 1moen Tenn TnDS 
It is certain, that ſome of the primitive writers 
held the eternal generation of the Son, as Origen, 


Novatian, Dennis of Alexandria, Methodius, and 
Alexander of Alexandria: others ſay not any thing 
of the Son's eternal generation, but make his ge- 


Page 30, 3, p. 30. | 
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neration temporary, meaning by it, his coming 
forth from the Father to create the world. Theſe 
authors are Juſtin Martyr, Athenagoras, Theophis 
lus of Antioch, Tatian, Tertullian, and Hippolytus. 
But all theſe writers aſſerted the co-eternity of 
the Word with the Father, tho' not conſider'd 
under the notion of a Son; and they did not 
mean by the Word, any attribute, power or vir- 
tue of the Father. This has been unanſwerably 
proved by two very learned writers, > Biſhop Bull, 
and © Dr. Waterland, whom I look upon to be 
vaſtly better fitted to ſettle this matter than our 
author, who ſeems to have read not much in the 
Fathers. I do not find that the generality of the 
Fathers held the pre- exiſtence of Chriſt's human 
foul: Origen did, and perhaps one or two more. 
Our author 4 owns, © that the greateſt part of 
© the Fathers had no diſtinct idea of a complex 
© Logos.” He fays, © © if a man were to begin 
© and read over the Fathers with this very view 
and delign, to ſearch for a complex Logos, tis 
* probable he might find this opinion in many 
« expreſſions.” 1 agree with him, that if a man 
were to read the Fathers with a prejudice in fa- 
vour of Mr. Watts's fancy, he might imagine 
ſome paſſages in the Fathers, who were far from 
being the moſt plain and caſy writers, to fall in 
with his ſcheme; but there is not the leaſt foot- 
ſtep in the Fathers of a ſuper- angelic Spirit being 
to Chriſt inſtead of a human foul; and therefore 
our author, in inſinuating, that by his ſcheme ma- 
ny obſcure paſſages of the antients would be ac- 


| d Defenſio Fidii Nicenæ, Sect. 3. Cip. „io. 8 Firſt 
vindication of Chriſt's divinity, p. 134 163. Second vindicz- 
tion, p. 280 294. 5 * . 105, ky P. 120. 8 
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counted for, is giving his own wiſhes, inſtead of 


proofs. He ſays, * © the antients had derived 


from Scriprure, the Apoſtles, and the traditions 


of apoſtolical men, the doctrine of the Logos, 


who was the Son of God, the beginning of 
ec 


the creation, the firſt-born of every creature, 
the only begotten of the Father, produc'd by 

his will and power, yet in ſuch an immediate 
and ſuperior way, as is rather called generation 
c than creation in Scripture.” If all who have 
dip'd into the Fathers do not reckon this mere 
romance, I am extremely miſtaken. Mr. Watts 
s boatts of his having the concurrence of Mr. 
Baxter (who really was a very incompetent judge) 
as to the Fathers holding the Son's ſuper- angelic 


Nature: bur if this matter were fo clear as Mr. 


Baxter ſcems to reprelent it, it is ſtrange no body 


elſe ever ſtumbled upon it. The contrary, I am 
well aſſured, is true; and I doubt not but it might 
be cvidently proved, that Mr. Matis's notion of 


the human foul of Chriſt being a ſuper-angelic 
Spirit, has as little to {ſupport it from Catholic 
antiquity, as it has from the holy Scriptures. 


| 8 Page log, 106. 5 p. 104. 
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CHAP. VI. 


Short Striftures on ſome unguarded Paſſages 
in Mr. Watts's Books. . 


HAVE now finiſhed my cxamina- 
tion of the things that induced me 
to take ſonic notice of Mr. ///atts's 
. l | writings : which were, his deſign of 

giving us a ſcheme ot the Trinity, 


with clear ideas annexed to it, his denying the 


true real perſonality of the Son and Spirit, and 
his romantic account of the perſon of Chriſt God- 


man. I have ſhewed how he has entirely failed 


in his deſign of furniſhing us with clear ideas, 1 
have proved from Scripture, the real perſonality 
ok the Son and Spirit, and 1 have laid open the 
extravagance of his fancy, in ſuppoſing a ſuper- 


angelic Spirit to ſupply the place of a human foul 
in Chriſt. There are many exceptionable paſſa- 


ges in his writings, deſerving remark, that have 
not fell under the former heads, which I did not 
care wholly to omit conſidering; but I ſhall con- 


tent myſelf with giving ſome ſhort ſtrictures on 
them. Hitherto I haye been chiefly concerned 


with the fecond part of Mr. Matis's diſſertati- 
ons, but now I ſhall take in, as occaſion ſerves, 
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tian doctrine ®, ſays, © Go 
“ contr wances wrought powerfully for the ſalva- 
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I, Our author, in the . gan of his Chriſ- 


's own counſels and 


tion of the Patriarchs and the Jews, under thoſe 
cc darker diſpenſations, without the particular and 
6 explicit knowledge of thoſe divine methods, 
te whereby that very falvation was to be effected. y 
And he affirms i, “ that the antient Jews and Pa- 


“& triarchs might be ſaved, without an explicit 
„ knowledge of the ſpecial methods of this ſal- 
cc vation, and the divine perſons concerned in it, 


* becauſe they were not clearly revealed.” What 
he means by explicit knowledge, I know nor, 


and therefore he will pardon me if I miſtake him. 


If by an explicit knowledge he means a clear de- 
gree of knowledge, fuch as we have under the 


Goſpel, he ſays nothing: if he means a full adc- 


quate knowledge, that 1s what we are without: 


if he means, that the Patriarchs and the Jews 
were without a particular and diſtinct knowledge 


of the divine perſons, that were concerned in their 


ſalvation, and of the methods of that ſalvation, 
1 humbly conccive he is groſly miſtaken. As to 
the Patriarch, the contrary appears from the pro- 
miſe made to k Adam, of the ſced of the woman 
being to bruiſe the ſerpent's head, at the fame _ 
time the ſerpent was to bruiſe his heel; from the 


prophecy of! Enoch, that Chriſt mould come to 


; judgment; from the promiſe made to Abraham ®, 


that in his ſeed all the nations of the earth ſhould 


be bleſſed; from Jacob's u invocating the Angel 
that had redeemed him from all evil; and, to 


name no more, from Job's o noble confeſſion 6 


| ® Page . . 5 3 Gen. ii. 17. 
! Jude 14, 1K. m Gen. xxii. 18. Gen. 
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his faith, that the living one was his Redeemer, 


and that in his fleſh he ſhould ſee God, ſtanding 
at the laſt day on the earth. As to the antient 
Fews, if we conſult the writings of David, and 


the prophet Jſaiah, nothing is plainer than that 
they had an exceeding clear and explicit know- 
ledge of the methods of ſalvation, and of the di- 


vine perſon, who was to bring it about. To plead 
againſt this the ignorance of the Jews in Chriſt's 
time, is as ridiculous, as it would be to argue, that 


the primitive Saints had no explicit knowledge 


of the doctrines of the Goſpel, becauſe they were 
not known in the dark ages, preceding the refor- 


mation. Mr. Watts ſeems to be for reducing 


the old Teſtament church to a magical ſort of 


faith; for ſuch muſt it be, if they knew not 
what, or in whom they believed. As the way of 
ſalvation was the ſame then, that it is now, it was 
as neceſſary then to have ſome knowledge of the 


great Redecmer, as it is now. The times before 
the incarnation were dark, compared with the 


Goſpel diſpenſation, becauſe what was to come 


was regarded by the believers before Chriſt, where- 


as we conſider what has been manifeſted. But of 
the perſon, and the offices of the Meſſiah, who 


was to come, David, Iſaiah, Jeremiah, Micab, 
Daniel, Zachary, and others of the Prophets, had 


© 4A more explicit knowledge than Mr. Watts, un- 
der the Goſpel diſpenſation, with all his clear 
| ideas has ſhewn himſelf to have. But it is not 
do be wonder'd at that Mr. Watts has ſuch low 
| thoughts of the faith of the antient Fewi/b church, 
when he has at other times ſhewed ſuch a con- 
tempt for the old Teſtament W orthies, as to ſay, 
many of David's Pſalms are contrary to the ſpirit 
ok the Goſpel, and to call Jephtha and Sampſon, 


Who, 
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who, ? thro! faith, ſubdued kingdoms, wrought 
righteouſneſs, and obtained promiſes, rude and 
boiſterous heroes of antiquity, who were famous 
for nothing but kriocking down Ammonites and 
ln cated 

II. As to the Faith of believers underthe new Te- 
kamen, Mr. Watts has very low apprehenſions; 
only he allows them to know more of the offices 
the divine perſons ſuſtain, chan thoſe under the 
old Teſtament did. To this purpoſe he ſays a, 
« if we turn over all the books of the new Teſta 
« ment, we ſhall find that the ſtreſs of our ſalva- 
tion is laid upon our humble ſenſe of our ſins, 
« our return to God the Father by ſincere repen- 
“ tance, and change of heart and life, and our 
c -unfeigned faith-in the Lord Jeſus Chriſt, that 
< when things abſolutely neceſſar y to ſalvation 
8 are mentioned, which relate particularly to 
“ Chriſt, they are comprehended in a belief of 
& his Characters and offices.” Our author mull 
not think to put us off with ſuch a low account 
of faith in Chriſt, under this pretence , that we 
are not required to know and believe how, or in 
what manner, he is the fame with the Father, 
and in what manner he differs from the Father. 
Here he is right; and had he not pretended to 
know this ſince, he had ſhewed more prudence and 
kumility; but it does not follow, that we need not 
know what Chrilt is, becauſe we are not required 
to know how he is, what he is. If unfeiened 
Faith in Chritt is required of me, ind if J muſt be- 
lieve his characters and offices, certainly I muſt 
know whether he is a perſon or a property, God 
or a eee whether he is able to fu fil his cha- 
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racter, and execute his offices or no: therefore to 
Tay, all that is neceſſary, in order to falvation, is 
a belief of Chriſt's offices, is only chiming in with 
the pretence of the adverſaries of his Deity, who 


ſay, if we believe Chriſt to be prophet, prieſt, 


and king, we believe all that is neceſſary, tho we 


know not whether he has a capacity to fill up 


thoſe offices, or not. 


III. Our author, in his book of the Trinity, 
very rightly follow'd greater writers than himſelf, 
in denying any ſubordinate religious worſhip, to 


be allowed in Scripture; but * ſince he allows of 


an odd fort of worſhip, mediate, or ſubordinate, 


in its deſign, and ſupreme in its foundation, and 


he is ſorry, as well he may, that he difters from 


ſo excellent a defender of the divinity of Chriſt 


as Dr. Waterland, on this head. I cannot fee 


what he aims at, in the pages where he treats of 


this matter, except it be to raiſe a duſt about a 


plain thing, and to invent a way of talking, with- 
out any meaning, to bring off the Arians from 


the charge of idolatry, when they allow inferior 
religious worſhip. Divine worſhip can only be 
Paid to one that is God; and if all worſhip, with 
regard to the foundation * of it, be ſupreme, 
Chriſt's character, as Mediator, can never make 
the worſhip we pay him mediate and ſubordi- 


A | : N 5 
IV. The next paſſage I ſhall take notice of, is 
one extremely ſhocking: Mr. Watts ſays", “ the 
human ſoul of Chritt is a ſublime ſpirit, ſupe- 
< rior to all Angels, and every created being, the 


e firſt-born of every creature, and poſſeſt of fuch 


* capacious powers, as, by virtue of the indwel- | 


fDiffert, Part I. p. 109, 110, rz. : P age 109. 
* Diflert, Part II. p 109, 110 BY 
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&© ling Godhead, perhaps, might be ſome way 
* employed in the great and wondrous tranſacti- 


ce ons of creation and providence in paſt ages.” 1 
paſs by here the fancy of Chriſt's human ſoul, a 
created ſpirit, being ſuperior to every created be- 
ing, as perfect nonſenſe, and ſelf-contradiction, 
and ſo needing not any remark, As to the ſur- 
miſe that Chriſt's human ſoul might be e 


in the work of creation, I needed to have ſaid no 
more to it than what Mr. Watts formerly ſaid, 
C that creation is a peculiar work of God,“ were 
IT ſure he would ſtand by that aſſertion; but he 
has retracted ſo much of his former writings, that 
it is hard to know what he ſtill allows. Let his 
ſentiments be what they will, it is plain enough, 
on the foot of reaſon, that the Creator of all 


things muſt be uncreated; and the Scriptures ſo 
appropriate the works of creation to God, that 
all other beings, and inferior inſtruments are ex, 
cluded from the glory of it: 2 Kings xix. If. 


Thou art the God, even thou alone, of all the king- 


doms of the earth, thou haſt made heaven and earth. 


Neh. ix. 6. Thou art Lord alone, thou haſt mate 
heaven, the heaven of heavens, with all their hoſt, 


the earth, and all things that are therein, the ſea, 
and all that is therein, and thou preſerveſt them all. 
Job ix. 8. He alone ſpreads out the heavens. Iſaiah 


xliv. 24. J am the Lord, that maketh all things, 
that ſtretcheth forth the heavens alone, and ſpread- 
eth abroad the earth by myſelf. Heb. ut. 4. He 


that built all things is God. Theſe texts ſufficient- 


ly exclude any creature, tho' ever ſo ſublime, 
from being employed in the proper work of cre- 


ation. A created Creator is a difficulty, that none, 
ſince the Enoſtics and Valentinians, but the Ari- 


„ Chriſt, doct. p. 68; 
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ans have been able to ſwallow, and it has clog'd 
their {cheme ſo much, that they could never come 
to any fixed reſolution as to this matter. As they 
never have been able to prove, that a creature 
could be employed in the proper work of crea- 
ton, J am ſorry our author has made ſuch a con- 
ceilion to them, and, in effect, given up one of 
the molt ſtriking Arguments, to prove the A. 
of Chriſt. 
V. It is allow'd by Mr. Watts, c that * tis 
not for us to ſay, that in the nature of things 
it is utterly impoſſible, for any being beneath 
a God, to have any one of the powers or cha- 
racers (ſuppoſed proper to God) communit- 


& 
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ce 


cCated to him.” But as the divine attributes of 


God are infinite, they muſt be incommunicable to 
creature; becauſe the finite and limited nature 
of a creature is incapable of receiving the infinite 
periections of God. Certainly, in the nature of 


things, it is impoſſible that the eſſential and ne- 


ceſlary properties of an infinite ſubſtance can be- 
come the properties of a finite ſubſtance. 
VI. Our author, in ſome parts of his books, 


gives a fanciful account of Godhead being com- 


municated to Chriſt. He ſays y, “ the Divine 
Nature or Deity | may be ſaid to be communi- 


“ cated to Jeſus Chriſt the Son, by the Father's 


0 


uniting the human nature of Chriſt to his own. 
© 


Godhead (or to ſome divine power repreſented 
perſonally ) or by God's aſſuming the man 


CY 


Chriſt Jeſus, his Son, into a perſonal union 
Ws 
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with himſelf; which ot of uniting the God- 
head to the man Chriſt Jeſus, may "be called a 
communication of the Divine Nature to the 


— 


* Chriſt, 4 p. 98, 99. 1 Diſtr Part 1. p- 16, 
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« Son.” I confeſs, I take this to be only a heap 
of confuſion. How Godhead can be communi- 


cated to a man, becauſe the human nature is af- 


ſumed into a perſonal union with the divine, is 
what I am not able to apprchend; and as I un- 
derſtand it not, I mult leave it, without farther 
remark, to the conſideration of thoſe who can 


diſcover more clearneſs and brightneſs in Mr. 


[//atts's ideas, than J am able to do in the words 
cited. 


VII. The modern Arians have gr oundleſly aſ- 
ſer ted, that there is no warrant in Scripture for 


worſhiping the holy Spirit. I am forry to find 


Mr. Malis making the following conceſſion * : 
CC 


"<= 0G" 
« 


ſince we find ſo great a ſilence in Scripture, of 
any expreſs precepts and patterns of prayer or 
praiſe directed diſtinctly to the perton of thc 
e blefled Spirit, let us not bind it on our own 
conſciences, nor upon others, as a piece of ne- 
ceſſary worſhip, but rather practice it occaſion. 
ally, as prudence and expedience may require.” 

I am perfectly aſtoniſhed at ſuch an aſſertion 
coming from one who had allow de, that the 


| * 


Dol Spirit was worthiped in ſome texts of rhe 


> old Teſtament, that we are dedicated 10 him in 
Baptiſm, that the c Apoſtle Paul prays for the 
blefling to deſcend from the holy Spirit on the 


 Corinthians*%, in the ſame way in which theblel-. 


ting of the Father and Son are prayed e for, and 
that the ſame is repeated by the Apoſtle f bn. 


That after all theſe aſſertions, he ſhould. lay, 
e we cannot find any expreſs examples of peti- 
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« holy Spirit, as there are to the Father and Son,” 
is very ſurprizing and unaccountable. The 


reaſons he gives, Þ why petitions and praiſes may 
not have been addreſſed to the Spirit in Scripture, 


arc mere fancies, and do not deſerve diſcuſſion; 
and the leaving it to prudence and expedience, to 
uſe or diſuſe Doxologies to the Spirit, is putting 
what is cither a neceſſary duty, or a great cvil, 


on a very precarious foot. Either the holy Ghoſt 


is God, or he is not; if he be not, he has no 
right to worſhip, and to worſhip him is flat ido- 
larry z but if he is God, he has a right to wor- 
ſhip, and conſequently to have doxologics addreſ- 


fed to him; fo that it is impiety and ſacriledge 


to deny him the aſcription of praiſe, let men lay 
what they will, of prudential, peaccable, or ex- 
pedient methods. „% Wo 

I readily allow Mr. Matis i that it is the Scrip- 


* ture muſt be the rule and ground of the pur- 
e ticular worſhip we pay to cach of the f{acred 
„three; but tho” the Scripture be the rule and 


directory of our worſhip, yet it was never deſign- 
ed as the formulary of our devotions; ſo that not- 
withſtanding we have not a pattern in Scripture 
of a doxology addreſſed to the holy Spirit, yet as 
we find worſhip evidently. paid to him there, we 
have a ſufficient warrant from thence, to addreſs 


doxologies to him. Since he has a right to worſhip 


in general, it is daring inſolence to deny him any 
particular part of worſhip. Mr. Watts infinuates 
coubtfully, “ that * there may be two or three 
examples of a doxology addreſſed to the Spi- 


Crit, in the writers of the three firſt centurics.“ 
It he knew the matter he talks of, he has done 


| . 228, 221. See alſo Diſſ. part II. p. 151, &c. 
Diſſ. part II. p. 192. Pp. 151, 153. 
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very ill to ſpeak in ſuch diminiſhing terms of it; 


if he thinks the caſe is as he has repreſented it, 


he is grofly miſtaken, and ſhews how unſafe it is, 
to ſpeak of a matter of fact by way of conjecture; 


for it is certain, that the Spirit is join'd with the 
Father and the Son in doxologics, more than two 


or three times in the wr iters of the three firſt cen- 
turics!. 
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VIII. In order to thew, that the Apoſtle Joh; 
aid not borrow his notions of the Logos from 
Plato, Mr. Watts inſinuates, that it is not proba- 
blem, “ that St. 7ohn, who was a poor Fei 
« fiſherman , ſhould be acquainted with the 
&« Grecian learning of the Gentiles, and imitate 
« their phraſes.” I am fatisfied that the Apoſtle 
John, when he ſpeaks of the Logos, uſed an ex- 
reſſion which had been common among the Jews, 
and that he did not take it from Plato, but this 
is not proved by the irreverent reaſon Mr. Malts 


gives, for it John, whilſt he was a poor fiſher- 


man, was unacquainted with Greek learning, it 


does not follow, that he mult be fo, ſixty years af- 


ter he was, by the Spirit, enabled to ſpeak: all lan- 


- gages. If our Author, who can ſcarce write a 
diſcourſe in the Greek tongue, can get acquainted 


with Plato's notions, much more might the great 
Apoſtle, ſuppoſing he had no aſſiſtance from the 
Spirit, after the miraculous gift of ſpeaking all 


languages, becauſe it appears, that he was able to 


write better in Greek, than Mr. Malts can in his 
mother tongue, and it is certain he reſided ſixty 
years, in places where he mult have occaſion to 


"Awyr, Hippolytus contra Noetum, pag. 200. Vol. II. Ed. Fa- 
bricii. Mr 33% rs 5 

To 5 Oc K gl, X04 via, To xu uy Inc X qed, 0 
7 @ PLP Ap ita xc xf O-, wig 186 hiwnns IT Aiwyw, Alu. 
Dionyſ. Alexandrinus apud Baſilium de Spiritu ſancto, cap 29. 
The two paſſages from Juſtin prove the worſhip of the Spi— 


rit with the Father and Son in general; the ſeven doxvlogies, 
Which are to be found among the few primitive writers, that the 


injuries of time have left us, as they confute the impudence o- 
{ome modern Arians, who have ſaid, the holy Spirit was nat 
worſhipped in the primitive Church, ſo they may make Mr. 
Watts for the future more cautious of giving his judgment, a- 
bout a matter he does not ſeem to haye examined, 

Diff part II. p. 17. 


know 
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know the Greek learning of the Gentiles, in that 
one prime part of his work, as a diſpenſer of the 
Goſpel, was, to bring perſons off from that learn- 
ing to the faith of Jelus Chriſt. It is not to be 
doubted, that this poor Jewiſh fiſherman knewa 
vaſt deal more of the Greek learning, than Mr. 
Matis; for as he liv'd to be near a hundred years 
old, he may be ſuppoſed to have had more health 
id more leiſure than he; but as I do not believe 
the Apoſtle borrow'd any of his notions from 
Plato, I {hall inſiſt no more on this matter; it being 
only my deſign, to vindicate an inſpired Apottle 
from a rude, but I hope, an unguarded, and not 
an ill deſigned reflection. 1 
IX. We are told by Mr. Watts, n « that i a 
man explains the Trinity, according to the 
c antient Athana/ians, with Biſhop Pearſon, Bi- 
« {hop Bull, and Mr. How, he is cenſured, per- 
“ haps, as a downright Tritheift ge know it has 
been the method of hereticks, to charge the de- 
renders of the catholick faith with Tritheiſin; and 
when they have been beat from that, to lay the 
contrary charge of Sabellianiſm againſt them, but 
_ this has Þcen deſpiſed by all men of ſenſe. There 
is one thing in this paſſage of our author, very un- 
accountable ; that he ſhould range the antient 
Athanaſians, Biſhop Pearſon, and Biſhop Bull, un- 
der the ſame claſs with Mr. How, when it is 


well known, they ſay nothing like Mr. How's © 


ſcheme of three minds; as to the Athanaſians, 1 
ſhall refer the reader to > the learned Biſhop » til 


85 Diſſert. part II. Prof p. viii. 

9 See Biſhop Stilling fleet 5 vindication of 5 Trinity, p. 76.— 
110. See alſo Dr. Wall's hiſtory of infant baptiſm, Vol. II. p. 
135. —— 165. Ed, 3. And Dr. Knight's true Scripture Doc 
rin of the Trinity continued, p. 239.— 252. 
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allet, who has effectually vindicated them from 
the charge of holding three Gods, the neceſſar 
conſequence of three minds: his reaſonings Mr. 
atis ſhould have anſwer'd, and not till then have 
inſinuated after Curcellæus, Sherlock, le Clerc, Pierce 
and Fack/on, the ſtale pretence, that the old Atha- 
wa aus were Tyitheiſts. As to Biſhop Pearſon, and 
Biſhop Bull, they could hardly be expected to de- 
ar againff the fancy of three minds, it being 
tarred by Dr. Sherlock and Mr. 7/ow after their 
peices were publiſhed ; but they declare Pin the 
molt ſtrong terms for the unity of the divine Eſ- 
lence; ſo that from their being ranked by Mr. 
Waits with Mr. How, I ſhould be ready to think, 
he had never read them, only I find in {ome parts 
of his books he quotes from them. 
X. Our author, on all occaſions, manifeſts the 
greateſt tender neſs towards the drians; * he tree» 
iy q declares, that he believes the name of Arian 
„has been often of late given, to ſuch as have 
by no means deſerycd it, and are no abettors of 
the old principles of Arius. For which aſler- 
tion he ny gives chis doughty reaſon, * & that 


= There can be but one divine eſſence and ſo iſ one God — 
There are Gods many, 1 Cor. viii. F. — but if Criſt be none 
of thoſe many Gods, and yet be God, there can be no other 
but that one, viz. the eternal God, Pearſon on the Creed, p. 126. 
The divine uature, as it is abſolutely immaterial, is alſo indivi- 
ſible, p. 137. The Son and Holy Ghoſt have been believed to 
be but one God with the Father, becauſe both from the Father, 
who 1s onc, and ſo the union of them, p. 40. Cao iin pia 
. requiets gamintum ( ſe. Arianorum ) fattio, To OOg TOY td 
Jahelliahiſmo patrocmart, nunc contraria plane ratione, partitioners. di- 
vine effcr its ſtatuere. Bull. Def. Fid. Nic. p. 25. Filiurn De. 
edlen prorſus cum Patre ſuo nature divine, & iucommunicabilis; 
proindè Ry Deum eſſe , Catholicorum Doctorum Je fe ee 
ſententiam (ſarmamus, p. 35. 


J Diſſer. Part, I. p. 2, p. 3 
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c it is evident the modern disbelievers of the di- 
e yinity of Chriſt, or molt of them at leaſt, have 


c refined the antient doctrines of Arius; and chere 


ce by perhaps render'd their ſentiments more de- 


c &nlible, atleaſt in their own opinion. Which 
I take to be only a jingle of words. I with this 


charitabie Gentleman Had ſhewed, wherein the 


modern disbelievers of Chriſt's divinity differ from 


the antient Arians, except in words. He thinks 
« that ſome of them read their Bibles carefully, 
c that they honourand adore that glorious perſon, 

« whom they believe to be the brightness of the 


„ Father's glory, that they truſt in him and love 
cc him above all things, beſide God the Father, 


d tho? perhaps ſome culpable prejudice may cleave 


„ to their minds, whereby they are prevented 


e from receiving that light and cvidence of hi 


divine nature, which ſhines clearly in the word 


« of God, and he cannot but hope, that ſuch 


& humble "aid ſincere enquirers will not mits any 
cc of the neceſſary articles of faith.” It is owned 


by him, that theſe perſons have miſſed of the truc 
Deity of Chrilt, ſo that he cannot reckon that x 
neceſſary article of faith. To me allo it ſcems 
very odd, that any ſhould be called ſincere and 
humble enquirers, who have culpable prejudiccs 


cleaving to their minds. Nothing i is plainer, than 


that the modern Arians are afraid of keeping only 
to Scripture, they have ſome culpable prejudices 
cleaving to their minds, ariſing from a few max- 


ims in reaſon, which they hold faſt, and to which 


they are for making Scripture irſelf bow. 
XI. He gives a very frightful account of ſome 
of his brethren, for he ſays, “ if a man has ne- 


« ver lo ſincere a deſign to vindicate the ſame | 


© Pref. p. xvi. 5 2 * Differ, Part I, Pref, p. viii. 
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great doctrines, which are maintained and pro- 
feſſed by his brethren, yet if he happen to ſtep 
aſide from the common track of human phraſes, 
and eſpecially if he give an expoſition of fome _ 
important Scriptures different from their ſen- 
timents, and the eſtabliſh'd interpretation, he 
runs the riſk of having hereſy caſt upon him, 
even while he labours by reaſoning and clear 
“ideas, to defend thoſe very propoſitions which 
„ they themſelves believe.” If Mr. Watts has 
labour'd to defend the Trinity by reafoning and 
clear ideas, I hope he will not pretend to ſay, 
he has attained his end, for I muſt own, 1 never 
aw a writer leſs aim at reaſoning, and very few _ 
have furniſhed us with more obſcure ideas. WhO 
theſe brethren are, that he paſſes ſuch a bitter 
and ſevere cenſure upon, I know not, bur left 
the cenſure be extended to thoſe againſt whom he 
might not deſign it, I wiſh he had let us know, 
where we ſhall find any number of ſuch filly and 
four: mortals as he deſcribes. lu un 

XII. In order to ſhew the great advantage of 
his ſcheme, Mr. Watts tells us, “ here the Sa- 
e bellians, and all Unitarians may find the unit 
of the divine nature, not divided into three 
© conſcious minds, or three infinite Spirits, but 
« diverſified into God the Father, with his two 
« diſtin&t eſſential powers, the Word and _— ; 
© here the Arians and Semi- Arians may read all the 
_ © exalted properties of their Logos, 1. e. the pre- 
r exiſtent ſoul of our Saviour, who would not 
from hence gather, that Mr. Watts's ſcheme is an 
odd and confuſed jumble of the inconſiſtent opi- 
nions of the Sabellians and Arians ? how fair rhis 
ſcheme may bid for uniting theſe contending par- 
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tics into one ſcheme of Trinitarian doctrine, I 
know not, nor am I much concerned; but I ho 
ſerious Chriſtians will not think it worth while, 
to leave the antient and catholic faith of the Tri- 
nity, for a {cheme, that contains it the peculia- 
rities of oppoſite and contrary hereſies. 


The CONCLUSION. 


HAVE now finiſhed the remarks I 
EF judge proper, at preſent, to make on 
Mr. Watts's writings. He has intimated 
EXD) his deſign to publiſh, ſometime or other, 
a diſſertation on the glory of Chriſt, God-man, and 
another on the pre- ex iſtence of Chriſt's human ſoul : 
I hope, he will be better adviſed, than to go any 
farther in this matter; if he ſhould do ſo, or if he 
ſhould condelcend to take any notice of what I have 
wrote, I ſhall, with the help of God, be ready to 
attend him: for if he goes on to write in the man- 
ner he has done, it will be no difficult matter for 
me to do juſtice to the cauſe I have undertaken 
to defend. A leſs formidable adverſary than Mr. 
Watts, a man would not deſire: it is hard to un- 
ravel the ſophiſtry of ſome men, but there is none 
of this difficulty in engaging with him, for he 
has not ſo much as aimed at the leaſt ſhadow of 
per: 2 5 3 
[ can, with great ſincerity, ſay, that it was not 
any diſreſpect to Mr, arts, that moved me to 
te — dB but Bb vo wo write: 
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write: for, tho' I have not the honour to be ac- 
quainted with him, yet I have a great value for 
him; but had he been my molt intimate friend, 
I hope, love for the truth would have {way'd 

more with me, than perſonal reſpect. One reaſon 
that had its great weight with me, to induce me 
to conſider Mr. Watts's ſcheme, was this; it is 
very clear and plain, that he has advanced the 
Sabellian, or Socinian hypotheſis, with no other 
addition, than an extravagant fancy of a ſuper- 
_ angelic Spirit, ſupplying the place of an human 
{oul in Chriſt, which is the Eſſence of old Arian- 
i/m, I take this to be the only real difference be- 
tween his ſcheme and that of the Socinians; he 
does not, indeed, ſcem to me to know what he 
is doing; therefore as I look upon him unwarily 
to have advanced what I believe to be a great 
error, I think I may very well be juſtified in ap- 


BY pearing for the truth. 


It has been the glory of the Diſſenters of the 
congregational denomination, that no one pretend- 
ing to be of their perſuaſion, has cver printed any 
thing erroneous relating to the Trinity, till Mr. 
_ Tatts publiſhed his books. It would have been 
very ſtrange, if he had done it without animad- 
verſion: I confeſs, I wonder'd I did not find ſe- 
veral engage in this matter. Since my papers 
were finiſh'd, I find ſomething has appear'd in 
_ the world, in oppoſition to Mr. Watts; but as 1 
have not read it J know not how far the nameleſs 
author of it may fall in with my deſign. _ 
I was induced to this work by a deſire I had, 
that the reproach of ſuffering errors vented by 
any among our ſelves, to mk without controll, 
might not be fixed on us that diſſent from the 
Church of England. I know, we ſhould render 
Our {elves juſtly odious to our friends of the nati- 
355 | | . 
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onal eſtabliſhment, who have, to their great ho- 
nour, and the world's benefit, ſhewed a zcal for 
the catholic doctrine of the 'Trinity, if a man's 


being of our number, ſhould be a ſufficient ſcreen 
for his advancing old and exploded errors ina new 


8 


How Mr. arts may reſent the freedom I have 
uled with him, I know not, neither am I much 


concerned: but as he has ſtarted many things that 


need to be ſupported, I cannot but think it is 
incumbent on him, either to prove his aſſertions 


from Scripture, or to retract what he has laid 


down, whether he will have the courage to at- 
tempt the direct proof of his ſcheme from Scrip- 
ture, or the ingenuity to retract it, if he finds it 
indefenſible, 1 muſt leave for time to diſcover. 
If his ſcheme be true, he need not be afraid to 
_ favour the world with his proofs, and if he, up- 


on due recollection, finds it attended with greater 


_ difficulties than at firſt he might imagine, it is 


_ buta neceſſary piece of juſtice, for him to declare 
it to the world, and fo make ſome ſatisfaction 
for the great injury he has done religion, by vend- 
ing falſe and precarious hypotheſes for clear ac- 
counts of the Scripture doctrine. I leave thelc 
things to his ſerious and impartial conſideration : 
I mult, however, be ſo free as to tell him, that 
if he thould think it ſufficient, to paſs over what 


is objected to him, with a contemptuous filence, 


he will ſhew himſelf not to be a ſincere ſeeker 


of truth, and will manifeſt, that he is guided by 
the genuine Spirit, which acts all that oppoſe 
the doctrine of the Trinity; but I have ſo much 


charity, as to hope better things of him, tho' I 
thus ſp ea To 2 . 
In caſe Mr. Hals would think his ſcheme is 


not overturned, by what I have advanced if . 
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Will fairly go to work, he ſhould not only ſhew the 
inſufficiency of my arguments, but ſhould give 
the poſitive proofs of his opinions from Scripture. 


I. It will he upon him to prove, that it is any 
way poſſible for us, finite creatures, to gain 
adequate conceptions of an infinite Being, and 
conſequently to acquire clear and bright ideas of 
the three divine perſons. 

II. He ought to ſhew, how, and wherein, 
the ſcheme he advances, differs from the Sabelli- 
an ſcheme, or the Socinian, except in words, and 
his adding the fancy of Chriſt's having a ſuper- 
angelic Spirit, to ſupply the place of a human 

MM COR Te erp wn. 

III. He ought to bring plain and poſitive proof 
from Scripture, that the one God is properly but 
One Pete. CCC 
IV. He ought to make it evident, that the 

Scripture repreſents rhe Son, and holy Spirit, as 
properties, faculties, or powers of the divine na- 
% . 3 
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V. It will be neceſſary for him to manifeſt, 
that the Scripture has ever given us any caution, 
againſt taking the perſonal aſcriptions, which it 
applies, without difference, to Father, Son, and 
Spirit, in the ſame ſenſe, when applied to the 
Son and Spirit, as when applied to the Father. 
VI. It is incumbent on him to ſhew, that there 
is the leaſt countenance, directly or indirectly, 
given, in Scripture, to his fancy of a created Lo- 
Z3os, or of a glorious ſuper- angelic Spirit being to 

Chriſt, inſtead of a human dull. 
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| Theſe are things which Mr. Matts ought, in 
Juſtice to truth, (if he thinks what he has ad- 
vanced tobe truth) to make out clearly and — 
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if he be able. But as I am ſatisfied this is above 
| his power, I cannot but think, he ought to beg 


pardon of the Church of Chriſt, for many mi- 


{takes he has run into. 


1. For pretending to give a ſcheme of the Tri- 
nity, which has clear and bright ideas annexed 
to it, and yet giving us a ſcheme full of thick 


darkneſs, and mere confuſion, and for his nume- 
rous ſelf-contradictions. + TR a 
2. For introducing great numbers of hard and 


unintelligible terms, which can only perplex and 


confound his readers. 


3. For intruding upon us the Socinian ſcheme, 


in a new dreſs, and yet not knowing he does ſo. 
4. For making Chriſt to be, as to his Divinity, 
only a property of God, and for denying his true 


humanity, by making him to have a foul vaſtly 


above” what ñ?ỹ?'˙ 88 
F. For reprefenting Neſtorianiſin as an inno- 


cent notion, and yet not proving it to be ſo. 
6. For hinting, that the human ſoul of Chriſt, 
a creature, might be employed in the works of 


creation and providencgce. 
F. For making the holy Spirit to be a power, 
or property, and yet not a mere attribute of God. 
8. For ſaying the holy Spirit has not the pro- 
noun / attributed to him, in the new Teſtament. 
9. For repreſenting the doctrine of the eternal 


generation of the Son, and the proceſſion of the 


Spirit, to be a popiſh and ſcholaſtic hypotheſis. 


10. For making it a matter of indifference whe- _ 
ther doxologies are to be addreſſed to the Spirit, 


Or no. 


11. For giving a falſe and partial account of 
_ antiquity, in making the Spirit to be addrefled to, 


by way of doxology, only two, or three times, 


in the primitive writings, 23 
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12. For abuſing the Apoſtle John, as a poor 
Jewiſh fiſherman, who could not know the Greek 
learning, when he had ſpoke Greek aboye lixty 

ears. * 5 

Theſe are things for which Mr. Watis ought 
_ openly to beg pardon; and were he to do fo, it 
would make but ſmall amends, for the grief and 
trouble he has occaſion'd, to thoſe who have at 
| heart the wellfare of Chriſtianity” . 

It is high time now to draw towards a cloſe. 
I would therefore carneſtly deſire Mr. Matis, to 
lay his hand upon his heart, and ſeriouſly to con- 
ſider what he has been doing: he bears the cha- 


= radcter, as I have bcen told, of a perſon of great 
= dcvotion, have his devotions, all the paſt years 


of his life, been directed to wrong objects? Has 
he had communion with Father, Son, and Spi- 
rit, without knowing, whether he held commu- 
nion with perſons, or properties? Can he think 
it becoming one, who has a long time diſpenſed 
the Goſpel, to ſhift his notions of the prime doc- 
trine of revelation, two or three times, in the 
compaſs of two or three years, without giving 
any reaſons for his ſo frequently veering about? 
Can he, in his conſcience, believe that the jargon 
of words he has made uſe of, can conveigh clear 
and bright ideas? Can he reckon it fate to give 
a ſcope to a working fancy, in things of ſuch a 
high nature? Can he think he rightly employs 
his time, in only b and confounding plain 
truths, and raiſing a duſt before the eyes of weak 
readers? Can he think, with comfort, of appear- 
ing before Chriſt, when he makes him to be 
neither perfect God, nor intirely man? And can 
he expect the conſolations of the holy Spirit, 
when he, in effect, reduceth him to nothing? 
Theſe things, I hope, he will ſeriouſly ral n 
3 I» 
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his mind, and will not think the product of a 
fertil invention, too dear a ſacrifice to be offer'd 
up to the honour of the Goſpel. 

If I find my weak endeavours be made by God 
ſucceſsful, for the eſtabliſhment of Chriſtians in 
their molt holy religion, I ſhall haye the end an- 
ſwer'd, which I propoſed in drawing up this 
work. I think, I can truly fay, my aim in it is 
right, however I may have failed in the manage- 
ment of it: I defign'd it as a mark and token of 
my high value for the true Scripture, and catho- 
me Fi . 22% of the Trinity, in the faith of which 
1 Hope to live and die. 


Now to the Father, the Son, and the boty Spirit, 
three perſons, but one infinitely glorious God, be 
aſcribed all honour and glory, might, majeſty, 
Power and dominion, henceforth, and for e ever- 
more. Amen. | 


